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Abstract  
 
Renegades are important figures in the history of the early years of the Jamestown colony, yet 
there is a significant lack of material on this topic. Research can be found that covers renegades 
over the whole of the colonial period, however very little of this is written about the Jamestown 
renegades in the period 1607 -1622. This thesis will build upon existing research by examining a 
wide variety of contemporary sources including official documents and personal accounts and 
letters written by the colonists at Jamestown. This will help to uncover as much as possible about 
the men who ran away from their fellow colonists at Jamestown to live amongst Native 
Americans, and also provide a better insight into rebellion and discontent within the early colony. 
This work will draw conclusions on what type of men were more likely to turn renegade, and 
what caused Jamestown colonists to feel the need to abandon the colony. It will be argued that 
the poor conditions within the colony during this period were the cause for the high level of 
renegades, counteracting the debate that it was the appeal of Native society and culture that 
lured men away from their fellow Englishmen.  
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Introduction  
 
The JaŵestoǁŶ ĐoloŶǇ ǁas EŶglaŶd͛s fiƌst peƌŵaŶeŶt settleŵeŶt iŶ AŵeƌiĐa, King James I 
described it as such in the charter he signed giving the Virginia Company permission to settle in 
AŵeƌiĐa. He stated that the ĐoloŶǇ theǇ Đƌeated ǁould ďe ͚Đalled the fiƌste ColoŶie AŶd theǇ “hall 
and may begynne theire saide firste plantacion aŶd seate of theiƌe fiƌste aďoade aŶd haďitaĐioŶ͛.1 
Jamestown was the beginning of over a decade of English colonisation, iŶ AŵeƌiĐa. What isŶ͛t 
widely known is that in its early years, the Jamestown colony was not a success. Living conditions 
were miserable and on numerous occasions the colony was brought close to destruction. This 
thesis will focus attention on the often overlooked aspects of Jamestown, the negative side of life 
in Virginia and the ways in which the first colonists reacted to living in the New World.  
The main focus of this research is to uncover all that can be found out about one particular type 
of colonists at Jamestown; renegades. Renegade is a term that has been coined to describe 
English settlers who chose to leave their colonies to instead live within a Native American 
community. This happened more regularly in Jamestown and later English settlements than 
contemporary English writers wished to admit. Renegades often go unnoticed in the research of 
Americas͛ colonisation, especially during the early years of the Jamestown colony; it can be 
argued that renegades have been ignored by both their contemporaries and modern historians. 
There are a limited number of sources that openly admit to the existence of renegades from the 
period that we are examining. There are brief mentions in personal accounts and memoirs of life 
in Jamestown by figures such as Captain John Smith and George Percy, but no great detail can be 
discovered. There is no official mention of English men running away from the Jamestown colony 
to live amongst the local Native American tribes until 1612, when a law was put in place to stop 
ĐoloŶists fƌoŵ ƌuŶŶiŶg aǁaǇ to ͚PoǁhataŶ, oƌ aŶǇ sauage WeƌoaŶĐe͛ upoŶ paiŶ of death.2 The 
introduction of a law with such a strict punishment suggests that renegades posed quite a serious 
problem during the early years of the Jamestown colony despite the lack of records that we have 
on them. There are a few reasons that can be suggested to explain the lack of contemporary 
information around reŶegades. FiƌstlǇ, the ViƌgiŶia CoŵpaŶǇ͛s eŵďaƌƌassŵeŶt of haǀiŶg ŵeŶ ƌuŶ 
away from the colony may have led them to try and prevent the release of any information being 
leaked into public knowledge, at this time they relied heavily upon the money of investors and 
                                                          
1 ͚Letteƌ PateŶt to “iƌ Thoŵas Gates aŶd Otheƌs ;ϭϬ Apƌil ϭϲϬϲͿ͛ iŶ Philip L. Baƌďouƌ ;ed.Ϳ, The Jamestown 
Voyages Under the First Charter 1606-1609, Vol 1, (London: Cambridge University Press, 1969), pp. 25-26.   
2 ͚Laǁes DiǀiŶe, Moƌall aŶd Maƌtiall ;ϭϲϭϮͿ͛ iŶ Peteƌ FoƌĐe ;ed.Ϳ, Tracts and Other Papers … ;Washington: 
WM. Q. Force, 1844), p. 16.  
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would not have wanted to risk losing their support. Benjamin Wooley submits the theory that 
theƌe ǁas a ͚ĐoŶspiƌaĐǇ of sileŶĐe͛ ƌegaƌdiŶg ƌeŶegades at the tiŵe aŵoŶgst the ĐoloŶists left 
behind at Jamestown. He suggests that this stemmed from the resentment and envy the 
remaining colonists would have felt towards the renegades who managed to escape the 
hardships of life in Jamestown, and for undermining the belief that the English were culturally and 
technologically superior to the Native Americans.3      
Renegades have also been largely ignored in modern research, as Colin Calloway states they have 
ďeeŶ ͚peƌsisteŶtlǇ ŶegleĐted ďǇ seƌious histoƌiaŶs͛ due to greater focus being placed upon the 
white winners and red losers of American westward expansion.4 Historians such as Colin 
Calloway, Bernard Sheehan and James Axtell explore renegades in relation to the whole English 
colonial period, however renegades have been significantly ignored during the early years of the 
Jamestown colony.5 The reason for this lack of research and writing on renegades may be due to 
the absence of contemporary sources that we have just discussed, however it could also be due 
to focus being placed on more popular topics and historical figures. The aim of this thesis will be 
to try and fill some of the gaps that have been left regarding renegades in the early years of 
Jamestown, primarily 1607 to 1622. Through examining the limited contemporary accounts and 
records regarding the Jamestown renegades, a clearer understanding of who they were and their 
motives for leaving Jamestown will be discovered.   
This research will also argue that despite the suggestion that it was the attractiveness of native 
culture that drew men away from Jamestown, it was far more likely that the poor conditions in 
the colony forced them to flee for their safety. Some have suggested the attractiveness and pull 
of native society was the ŵaiŶ Đause of ƌeŶegades leaǀiŶg theiƌ felloǁ EŶglishŵeŶ. Jaŵes Aǆtell͛s 
work focuses on this argument, that desertion resulted from the lure of the local natives. He 
makes the point that most, if not all, of the Indians who were educated by the English chose to 
return to their tribes, whereas there were large numbers of Englishmen and women who chose to 
live within the Native American tribes and adopt their culture and traditions. These English 
people either ran away to join Indian society, did not try to escape after being captured, or 
decided to remain with the natives after peace treaties were signed that would have allowed 
                                                          
3 Benjamin Woolley, Savage Kingdom: Virginia and the Founding of English America (London: Harper Press, 
2007), pp. 95-96.  
4 Colin G. Calloway, ͚Neitheƌ ǁhite Ŷoƌ ‘ed: White ‘eŶegades oŶ the AŵeƌiĐaŶ FƌoŶtieƌ͛, Western Historical 
Quarterly, 17 (1986), p. 43.  
5 Colin G. Calloway, ͚Neitheƌ ǁhite Ŷoƌ ‘ed: White ‘eŶegades oŶ the AŵeƌiĐaŶ FƌoŶtieƌ͛, Western Historical 
Quarterly, 17 (1986). Bernard Sheehan, Savagism and Civility: Indians and Englishmen in Colonial Virginia 
(North Carolina: Cambridge University Press, 1980). James Axtell, ͚The White IŶdiaŶs of ColoŶial AŵeƌiĐa͛, 
The William and Mary Quarterly, 32 (1975).  
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them to return to their homes.6 Other historians support the idea that the attractiveness of 
Native American culture was enough to turn colonists into renegades. David D. Smits argues that 
the seǆual attƌaĐtioŶ of the Ŷatiǀe ǁoŵeŶ ͚luƌed͛ EŶglish ĐoloŶists to ƌuŶ aǁaǇ aŶd liǀe iŶ Ŷatiǀe 
communities.7 His work seems to suggest that this would have been the biggest temptation for 
the early Jamestown colonists, who had travelled to America without any women.  
However, when faced with the reality of life in Jamestown during this period it is easier to 
understand that the settlers were more likely to have been forced to abandon the colony to 
preserve their lives, and that they ended up with the local native communities who would 
frequently welcome and accept English colonists into their tribes. Quitt supports this idea when 
he argues that the desperate need for Indian food, the shortage of English women, the sickliness 
of the English coupled with unstable leadership may have led settlers to believe that they would 
have a more comfortable life and better chance of surviving if they ran away to live with the 
natives.8 Despite the laws that were put in place to prevent colonists from deserting their fellow 
English settlers, the leakage of colonists continued. This is a clear indication that notwithstanding 
the harsh punishments they would face if caught living with the Natives, the miserable existence 
Englishmen would have had at Jamestown, with forced labour, harsh discipline, a lack of food and 
constant sickness and death, seemed worse. This thesis will support the argument that it was the 
poor conditions and wish for self-preservation that led colonists to leave Jamestown by exploring 
how settlers did not only run away to Native American tribes, but also to other locations. 
Highlighting cases where colonists abandoned their home and fellow Englishmen at Jamestown 
and escaped back to England or to other groups in America demonstrates that survival was their 
main motive when running away.     
When looking at contemporary sources, this thesis brings together official documents such as the 
Virginia Company records, laws, treaties and colonial papers, with more personal sources 
including accounts and memoirs of individual colonists lives in Jamestown, and letters to friends 
and family members back in England. This has been done to help highlight the conditions in the 
colony, and more importantly to find as much about renegades as possible. With the scarcity of 
contemporary sources on renegades at this time, it is important to use as many types of sources 
as possible to uncover the truth about these colonists.  
                                                          
6 Jaŵes Aǆtell, ͚The White IŶdiaŶs of ColoŶial AŵeƌiĐa͛, The William and Mary Quarterly, 32 (1975), p. 56.  
7 Daǀid D. “ŵits, ͚͞AďoŵiŶaďle Miǆtuƌe͟: Toǁaƌds the ‘epudiatioŶ of AŶglo-Indian Intermarriage in 
Seventeenth-CeŶtuƌǇ ViƌgiŶia͛, The Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, 95 (1987), p. 170.    
8 MaƌtiŶ H. Quitt, ͚Tƌade aŶd AĐĐultuƌatioŶ at JaŵestoǁŶ, ϭϲϬϳ-1609: The Limits of UnderstaŶdiŶg͛, The 
William and Mary Quarterly, 52 (1995), p. 232.  
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Through the examination of official documents, we are faced with a more formal view of life in 
Jamestown and the renegade problem. Often, these types of sources only allow us to scratch the 
surface of what was happening during the early years of the Jamestown colony. For example, we 
know that a series of laws were put in place in 1612. From looking at the contemporary source we 
can find out what the individual laws were, but not what the events were that caused them to be 
enacted or thought of as ŶeĐessaƌǇ, oƌ ǁhat the ĐoloŶists͛ ƌeaĐtioŶs ǁeƌe to them. Although 
official documents contain important information about the founding of Jamestown and its early 
years, they sometimes lack crucial personal details.   
By combining the official documents with the more personal, and arguably more interesting 
sources such as memoirs, accounts and letters of the men and women actually living in Virginia at 
the time, we get a wider picture from which to work. The most valuable information that we have 
on renegades during this period comes from personal accounts written by colonists who lived in 
Jamestown at the time. These types of sources allow us to see how the colonists viewed the men 
running away to become renegades, who they were, and the impact that it had on life in the 
colony. We can even use accounts written by men such as William White, a colonist who turned 
renegade but returned to Jamestown, to establish what life was like for English settlers that had 
been accepted into a native community.  
This thesis consists of four chapters with an introduction and conclusion. Chapter one will explore 
the reasons and motives behind exploration of the New World and will attempt to answer why 
JaŵestoǁŶ ǁas ĐhoseŶ as the loĐatioŶ foƌ EŶglaŶd͛s fiƌst ĐoloŶǇ iŶ AŵeƌiĐa. This Đhapteƌ ǁill 
highlight the motives of the King, James I, by examining the charter he signed in 1606 giving 
permission for English colonisation in America. The ViƌgiŶia CoŵpaŶǇ͛s oďjeĐtiǀes ǁill also ďe 
examined to help understand what they hoped the colony would achieve.  
Chapter two will look in depth at the conditions at Jamestown between 1607 and 1622. It will 
argue that the conditions the colonists had to endure were harsh and that life at Jamestown was 
difficult. By exploring the environmental, socio-political and economic conditions in detail a 
suĐĐiŶĐt uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of the ĐoloŶǇ͛s eaƌlǇ Ǉeaƌs ǁill ďe estaďlished. TopiĐs suĐh as the Đliŵate, 
leadership, the relationship with local tribes and food production will be explored. By bringing the 
poor conditions to light, this chapter will help to reveal why some settlers thought that 
abandoning the colony was a better choice than remaining at Jamestown.   
Chapter three will focus on renegades at Jamestown. The aim of this chapter is to uncover as 
much as possible about renegades during the early years of the Jamestown colony, and to gain a 
better understanding of the men who were deciding to run away from the colony to live with 
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Native Americans. A number of questions will be explored; these include ͚what was a renegade͛, 
͚who were the people who turned renegade͛, and ͚ǁhat Đaused colonists to become renegades͛. 
This chapter will also briefly look at the practice of using child interpreters, another group of 
Jamestown settlers who encountered hostile attitudes and are now often overlooked by 
commentators.   
In chapter four, rebellion will be explored. Building upon themes in chapter three, the aim of this 
chapter is to show that there were many different ways that the Jamestown colonists responded 
to the discontent and misery of life in Virginia. Not everyone chose to turn renegade, other acts 
of rebellion can be found when examining the accounts and official records regarding 
JaŵestoǁŶ͛s eaƌlǇ Ǉeaƌs. This Đhapteƌ ǁill staƌt ďǇ lookiŶg at the ǁaǇs iŶ ǁhiĐh the ĐoloŶists 
expressed their displeasure through rebellion within the colony. It will then proceed to explore 
how colonists attempted to escape Jamestown, and how some tried to return home to England 
while others went in search of a better life in other parts of America. This will help to strengthen 
the argument that the conditions in the colony led many to run away and turn renegade rather 
than this being an active choice due to the pull of the native culture and way of life. Part of this 
chapter will also explore rebellion amongst the colonists who were shipwrecked on the Bermuda 
Islands on their way to Virginia in 1609, comparing their similar reactions to different 
circumstances. 
The research that has been conducted in these chapters will help to uncover what life was like in 
Jamestown from its foundation in 1607 until 1622. This will help to reveal as much as possible 
aďout JaŵestoǁŶ͛s ƌeŶegades aŶd ǁill also show that it was the poor conditions that the 
colonists had to face that not only led to renegades, but also to rebellion and general discontent.  
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Chapter One – Why Jamestown?  
 
England had not formally attempted to create a permanent settlement in America since the 
failure of the colony at Roanoke in 1587, during the reign of Elizabeth I. England had been a late 
comer to expansion, but during the Elizabethan period exploration to America began to flourish. 
Interest in the New World exploded and it was believed that colonization would bring a number 
of benefits for both the individual explorers and the country as a whole. But due to political and 
eĐoŶoŵiĐ faĐtoƌs, EŶglaŶd͛s effoƌts to Đƌeate a peƌŵaŶeŶt ĐoloŶǇ iŶ AŵeƌiĐa ǁas Ŷo loŶgeƌ a 
matter of importance. Focus instead was placed upon exploring other areas such as the Iberian 
Peninsula, the Netherlands and France.1 Therefore, the significance of the Jamestown colony 
needs to be explored, why after twenty years of inactivity regarding American exploration was it 
decided iŶ ϭϲϬϳ to sail to the Neǁ Woƌld? WhǇ ǁas ViƌgiŶia ĐhoseŶ as the loĐatioŶ foƌ EŶglaŶd͛s 
first settlement?      
Catherine Armstrong and Laura M. Chmielewski suggest a number of motives for English 
exploration during this period in their book The Atlantic Experience. These motives include: 
international rivalry between European powers; improved naval and military technology; the 
desires of individuals for fame and wealth; state willingness to sponsor explorations and the 
desire to spread religion.2 Although these motives are true, they are not specifically focused on 
Jacobean expansion to America but cover a wider time span and a variety of locations. To truly 
understand the motives behind the founding of the Jamestown colony, we need to look more 
closely at the intentions of the Virginia Company and James I himself. 
This chapter will explore the reasons behind the decision to set up the first permanent English 
settlement in America in 1607. It will look at why the King and the explorers believed that the 
tiŵe ǁas ƌight, aŶd ǁhǇ theǇ Đhose ViƌgiŶia as theiƌ loĐatioŶ. It ǁill tƌǇ to estaďlish the ĐƌoǁŶ͛s 
motives behind the colonisation of America, as well as those of the Virginia Company and the 
individual men that supported the venture. By doing so, we can establish what the aims were for 
the colony and what the people involved hoped to achieve from creating a permanent English 
colony in America. By highlighting these aims and hopes, it makes it easier to distinguish whether 
the colony accomplished them or not in the following chapters.   
                                                          
1 Frank E. Grizzard, D. Boyd Smith, Jamestown Colony: A Political, Social and Cultural History (California: 
ABC-CLIO, 2007), p. XV.  
2 Catherine Armstrong, Laura M. Chmielewski, The Atlantic Experience: People, Places, Ideas (New York: 
Palgrave Macmillan, 2013), p. 18.   
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Interest in North American exploration started to become popular again in the early seventeenth 
ĐeŶtuƌǇ, eǀeŶ ďefoƌe Elizaďeth͛s death aŶd Jaŵes͛ aĐĐessioŶ to the thƌoŶe. A Ŷuŵďeƌ of ǀoǇages 
were commissioned to explore the coasts of North America. From around 1600 onwards, Sir 
Walter Raleigh sent ships to America to search for the lost colony of Roanoke, and to form trading 
links with the Native Americans of the region. This trade was mainly in furs, cedarwood and 
medicinal plants such as sassafras.3 Sassafras was a shrub native to America which was believed 
to be a remedy to a number of diseases.4 Around this time, in early 1605, Captain George 
Waymouth was sent to explore the coasts of North America. Waymouth returned to London with 
Native Americans that he had captured during his journey.5 The arrival of these exotic men and 
the trade links that were being formed may have been enough to spark the interest of a number 
of Englishmen into wanting to continue the project of building a permanent settlement in 
America.     
The decision to send English explorers to America in 1607 could have been due to a number of 
reasons, although arguably the most important factor was the end of the war with Spain. England 
and Spain had been enemies foƌ ŵaŶǇ Ǉeaƌs, aŶd at ǁaƌ siŶĐe ϭϱϴϱ. With Elizaďeth͛s death iŶ 
1603, and the accession of James I, there was a possibility of reconciliation between the two 
countries. In 1604, peace was agreed upon, and the Treaty of London was signed. This treaty 
called foƌ peaĐe ďetǁeeŶ EŶglaŶd, “paiŶ, Austƌia aŶd BuƌguŶdǇ. It ǁas agƌeed that ͚fƌoŵ this daǇ 
forward there be a good, sincere, true, firm and perfect Friendship and Confederacy, and 
peƌpetual PeaĐe to ďe iŶǀiolaďlǇ oďseƌǀ͛d͛.6  The signing of the Treaty of London gave James and 
England more freedom, and free commerce and trade was agreed upon between England and 
“paiŶ. Despite EŶglaŶd͛s atteŵpts duƌiŶg the tƌeatǇ to ŵake “paiŶ aĐkŶoǁledge that EŶglaŶd 
might legitimately colonise areas of America discovered by them, Philip III would not accept these 
terms. Spain refused to allow England to colonise in America, however by this point she was weak 
and did not have the power to guard all of her territories in America, or expand further into the 
country.7 James and English explorers took this opportunity, while Spain was weak, to try and 
                                                          
3 Frank E. Grizzard, D. Boyd Smith, Jamestown Colony: A Political, Social and Cultural History (California: 
ABC-CLIO, 2007), p. XXII. David B. Quinn, Explorers and Colonies: America, 1500-1625 (London: The 
Hambledon Press, 1990), p. 346.   
4 Alan G. R. Smith (ed.), The Reign of James VI and I (London: The Macmillan Press, 1981), p. 130.  
5 Philip L. Barbour (ed.), The Jamestown Voyages Under The First Charter 1606-1609, Vol 1, (London: 
Cambridge University Press, 1969), p. 13.  
6 ͚A TƌeatǇ of peƌpetual PeaĐe aŶd AlliaŶĐe ;ϭϲϬϰͿ͛ iŶ “tepheŶ WhatleǇ ;ed.Ϳ, A General Collection of treatys, 
Declaration of War, Manifestos, and Other Publick Papers relating to Peace and War, (London: Printed for 
J.J and P. Knapton and others, 1732), p. 134.   
7 J. Holland Rose, A. P. Newton, E. A. Benians (eds.). The Cambridge History of the British Empire, Vol I, 
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1929), p. 77.  
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settle themselves in Virginia. After years of war and conflict between England and Spain, they had 
finally come to an agreement of peace, therefore it is unlikely that Philip III would have wanted to 
jeopardise this new relationship by attacking English colonists, making it the perfect time for the 
English to set up a permanent settlement.      
Philip III ǁas Ŷot pleased ǁith EŶglaŶd͛s deĐisioŶ to foƌŵ a ĐoloŶǇ iŶ ViƌgiŶia. In 1607, the Spanish 
ambassador, Pedro de Zuniga sent a series of letters to the Spanish king regarding the voyage to 
Jamestown. In a letter dated October 5th he iŶfoƌŵed the kiŶg that ͚up to a huŶdƌed aŶd tǁeŶtǇ 
ŵeŶ͛ had ďeeŶ seŶt to AŵeƌiĐa, aŶd hoǁ he ďelieǀed that the ŵotiǀe foƌ theiƌ jouƌŶeǇ ǁas ͚oŶlǇ 
to test hoǁ Youƌ MajestǇ takes it͛.8 From examining a letter sent a couple of days later on 
October 8th, ǁe ĐaŶ get a ďetteƌ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of ďoth KiŶg Philip aŶd KiŶg Jaŵes͛ ǀieǁs toǁaƌds 
English expansion in America. In this letter it is stated by Zuniga that he passed on a message to 
Jaŵes fƌoŵ Philip, that the “paŶish kiŶg ďelieǀed it to ďe agaiŶst ͚good fƌieŶdship aŶd 
ďƌotheƌliŶess͛ to seŶd EŶglish ǀessels to ViƌgiŶia as it ǁas a ƌegioŶ that ďeloŶged to Castile.9 This 
shows that Philip was displeased by the information that he was receiving from his ambassador, 
he was so dissatisfied that he warned James that his decision to colonise in America would lead to 
͞iŶĐoŶǀeŶieŶt͟ ƌesults͛.10 The letteƌ ƌeĐoƌds Jaŵes͛ ƌespoŶse to this ǁaƌŶiŶg, his ƌeplǇ suggests 
that he had Ŷo ƌegaƌd foƌ “paiŶ͛s Đlaiŵ oǀeƌ AŵeƌiĐa. AĐĐoƌdiŶg to )uŶiga, the EŶglish kiŶg 
Đlaiŵed that ͚he had Ŷeǀeƌ kŶoǁŶ that Youƌ MajestǇ had a ƌight to it [ViƌgiŶia], foƌ it ǁas a region 
ǀeƌǇ faƌ fƌoŵ ǁheƌe the “paŶiaƌds had settled͛. Jaŵes also ƌefeƌeŶĐes the TƌeatǇ of LoŶdoŶ iŶ this 
letteƌ, aƌguiŶg that ͚it ǁas Ŷot stated iŶ the peaĐe tƌeaties … that his suďjeĐts Đould Ŷot go [ǁheƌe 
theǇ pleased]͛.11 It is suggested by A. P. Newton in The Cambridge History of the British Empire 
that the combination of the conclusion of the war with Spain and the attitudes of the government 
duƌiŶg the peaĐe ŶegotiatioŶs ŵade the ͚tiŵe pƌopitious foƌ a ƌeǀiǀal of aĐtiǀitǇ ďǇ the adǀoĐates 
of colonisatioŶ͛.12   
English explorers did not necessarily wish to colonise the Chesapeake region of America, however 
they were faced with little choice. The earlier explorers, primarily Spain and Portugal, had taken 
control of the preferred locations in the New World, namely the Caribbean islands and South 
America, and the French were moving into the Gulf of St. Lawrence and Canada. This left England 
                                                          
8 Pedro de Zuniga to Philip III (5 October 1607), in Philip L. Barbour (ed.), The Jamestown Voyages Under 
The First Charter 1606-1609, Vol 1, (London: Cambridge University Press, 1969), p.116   
9 Pedro de Zuniga to Philip III (8 October 1607), Philip L. Barbour (ed.), The Jamestown Voyages Under The 
First Charter 1606-1609, Vol 1, (London: Cambridge University Press, 1969), p. 117.   
10 Ibid, p. 117.   
11 Ibid, p. 117.    
12 J. Holland Rose, A. P. Newton, E. A. Benians (eds.). The Cambridge History of the British Empire, Vol I, 
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1929), p. 77. 
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with the rest of North America to explore and colonise.13 James divided America between two 
companies, the Virginia Company of London and the Plymouth Company. He allowed the Virginia 
Company to settle between the 34th and 41st lines of north latitude, and he allowed the Plymouth 
Company to settle between the 38th and 45th lines of south latitude. However, the colony could 
oŶlǇ ďe set up if the laŶd ǁas ͚Ŷot Ŷoǁe aĐtuallie possessed ďǇ aŶie ChƌistiaŶ pƌiŶĐe oƌ people͛.14 
As England had formally created a settlement in this area of America, it makes sense that they 
would return to a nearby location, especially as a number of men involved had been part of 
Elizabethan exploration. These men included Sir Richard Hakluyt, a prominent promotor of 
American exploration during both the Elizabethan and Jacobean age, and Sir Thomas Smythe, an 
English merchant who funded a number of voyages during the Elizabethan period and became 
the treasurer of the Virginia Company in 1606.     
As mentioned earlier, during this period Spain was unable to control all territories in the New 
World, Spanish power did not expand into North America above the latitude of St. Augustine.15 
This was the region in which James gave permission for the two companies to colonise in. Settling 
in this region would mean that there was a lower chance of conflict between the English and the 
Spanish, preventing tension from being caused so soon after the agreement of peace and giving 
the English colonists more of a chance to create a permanent base from which they could expand. 
The colonists who travelled to Virginia picked the specific location for the Jamestown settlement 
due to iŶstƌuĐtioŶs theǇ had ďeeŶ giǀeŶ ďǇ HakluǇt, Đalled ͚IŶstƌuĐtioŶs giǀeŶ ďǇ ǁaǇ of AdǀiĐe͛. 
The settlers were advised on where best to locate the new colony. They were told to anchor the 
fleet iŶ a ͚safe poƌt iŶ the eŶtƌaŶĐe of soŵe Ŷaǀigaďle ƌiǀeƌ͛, a location with fertile land, and were 
told Ŷot to settle ǁheƌe ͚aŶǇ of the Ŷatiǀe people of the ĐouŶtƌǇ͛ Đould ďloĐk theiƌ esĐape ƌoute to 
the Đoast͛.16  
Jaŵes I͛s ŵotiǀes foƌ AŵeƌiĐaŶ ĐoloŶisatioŶ ǁeƌe ǀeƌǇ diffeƌeŶt fƌoŵ his pƌedeĐessoƌ, Elizaďeth I. 
Wheƌeas Elizaďeth͛s foƌeigŶ poliĐǇ laƌgelǇ foĐused oŶ opposiŶg “paiŶ aŶd ŵakiŶg ŵoŶeǇ thƌough 
attacking and plundering Spanish galleons, James objected to piracy and believed in creating 
                                                          
13 Frank E. Grizzard, D. Boyd Smith, Jamestown Colony: A Political, Social and Cultural History (California: 
ABC-CLIO, 2007), p. XV.   
14 ͚The Fiƌst Chaƌteƌ ;Apƌil ϭϬ, ϭϲϬϲͿ͛, iŶ “aŵuel M. Beŵiss ;ed.Ϳ The Three Charters of the Virginia Company 
of London, with Seven Related Documents; 1606-1621 ;ViƌgiŶia: ViƌgiŶia͛s ϯϱϬth Anniversary Celebration 
Corp, 1957), p. 1.  
15 J. Holland Rose, A. P. Newton, E. A. Benians (eds.). The Cambridge History of the British Empire, Vol I, 
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1929), p. 77. 
16 Benjamin Woolley, Savage Kingdom: Virginia and the Founding of English America (London: Harper Press, 
2007), p. 31-2. ͚The LoŶdoŶ CouŶĐil͛s IŶstƌuĐtioŶs giǀeŶ ďǇ ǁaǇ of AdǀiĐe ;BetǁeeŶ ϮϬ Noǀeŵďeƌ aŶd ϭϵ 
DeĐeŵďeƌ ϭϲϬϲͿ͛ iŶ Philip L. Barbour (ed.), The Jamestown Voyages Under The First Charter 1606-1609, Vol 
1, (London: Cambridge University Press, 1969), p. 49-50.  
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peace between the two countries. However, he had no plans to give up EnglaŶd͛s Đlaiŵs to 
America.    
We can get a better understanding of some of James I motives for expansion in America by 
examining The First Charter, the document he produced in 1606 giving permission to both the 
Virginia Company and the Plymouth Company to settle in America. From this charter, we can see 
that James had religious motives for sending English men and women to America. He expresses 
his ǁish foƌ EŶglish ĐoloŶists to spƌead ͚ChƌistiaŶ ƌeligioŶ to suĐh people as Ǉet liǀe iŶ daƌkeŶesse 
and miserable igŶoƌaŶĐe of the tƌue kŶoǁledge aŶd ǁoƌshippe of God͛, aŶd to ďƌiŶg the ͚iŶfidels 
aŶd salǀages͛ to ͚huŵaŶe Điǀilitie͛.17 James I is known for being highly religious, so therefore it is 
not surprising that he had religious motives behind expansion in America. Throughout his reign he 
had a number of conflicts regarding religion, primarily with the Catholic population of Britain. 
James believed strongly in the divine right of Kings, he expressed his views on the subject in a 
speech he gave on the 21 March 1610 to parliament. The king voiced that in the scriptures kings 
aƌe justlǇ Đalled gods, as ͚theǇ eǆeƌĐise a ŵaŶŶeƌ oƌ ƌeseŵďlaŶĐe of diǀiŶe poǁeƌ upoŶ eaƌth͛, 
aŶd that kiŶgs ǁeƌe ͚aĐĐouŶtaďle to ŶoŶe ďut God oŶlǇ͛.18 It has been argued that James feared 
the power that the Pope had, especially the power he had to depose a king from their throne. 
James would not have wanted Catholicism to thrive in England, as it would mean that the pope 
would have more support if he made the decision to dethrone him. Therefore, due to this fear 
James put in place a way of allowing Catholicism in England, but making sure that the Catholic 
population supported his right to remain as the king of England. James would tolerate Catholics, 
as long as they were willing to reject the deposing power of the pope, therefore he introduced 
the Oath of Allegiance in 1606. The oath openly challenged papal authority, and those taking the 
oath were made to deny that the pope had any power to depose James:   
͚I A.B. do tƌulǇ aŶd siŶĐeƌelǇ acknowledge, profess, testify, and declare in my conscience 
before God and the world, That our Sovereign Lord King James is lawful and rightful king of 
this ‘ealŵ aŶd of all otheƌ his MajestǇ͛s doŵiŶioŶs aŶd ĐouŶtƌies; aŶd that the Pope, 
neither of himself, nor by any authority of the Church or See of Rome, or by any other 
means with any other, hath any power or authority to depose the king, or dispose any of 
his MajestǇ͛s KiŶgdoŵs oƌ doŵiŶioŶs͛.19 
                                                          
17 Samuel M. Bemiss (ed.) The Three Charters of the Virginia Company of London, with Seven Releated 
Documents; 1606-1621 ;ViƌgiŶia: ViƌgiŶia͛s ϯϱϬth Anniversary Celebration Corp, 1957), p. 2.  
18 James Harvey Robinson (ed.) Reading in European History: A Collection of Extracts from Sources, vol II 
(London: Ginn & Company, 1906), pp. 219-220.  
19 Joseph Robson Tanner, Constitutional Documents of the Reign of James I, A.D. 1603-1625 (Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press, 1960), p. 90.  
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Despite his tolerance of the Catholic population, it is not surprising that James would have 
wanted to encourage the spreading of protestant Christianity in the New World. Christianity was 
his chosen religion, and by converting Native Americans he would be creating a larger support 
base for his kingship and preventing the spread of Catholicism in America.  
James was not the only English monarch to spread religion in other countries, spreading 
Christianity was also one of the Elizabethan motives for expansion. Armstrong and Chmielewski 
suggest that ͚as the Cƌusades ended, the desire to take Christianity to other parts of the world 
ŵotiǀated those ĐƌossiŶg the AtlaŶtiĐ oƌ tƌaǀelliŶg doǁŶ the Đoast of West AfƌiĐa͛.20 It was also 
common practice for other European countries to spread their religion during expansion. The 
Catholic church were very successful in converting natives to Catholicism, this started as early as 
1493 when the church issued the papal bull which divided America between the Portuguese and 
the Spanish. The Catholic church issued these territories to Portugal and Spain under the 
agreement that they would send settlers to convert any native populations that they discovered 
while there.21  
The charter also talks of the monetary gains expansion in America was thought to create. James 
encourages the settlers to ͚digg ŵǇŶe aŶd seaƌĐhe foƌ all ŵaŶŶeƌ of MǇŶes of Goulde “ilǀeƌ aŶd 
Coppeƌ͛. Hoǁeǀeƌ, it ǁas set out iŶ the Đhaƌteƌ that the ĐoloŶists ǁeƌe to Ǉield a peƌĐeŶtage of 
their finds to the English crown on a yearly basis. James asked foƌ ͚Fifte paƌte oŶelie of all the 
saŵe Goulde aŶd “ilǀeƌ͛, aŶd he also ǁaŶted ͚FifteeŶth paƌte of all the saŵe Coppeƌ͛.22 It seems 
James planned on making money for himself when he signed the charter in 1606, it was a clever 
money making scheme, James was not investing any money into the voyages but would be 
making a monetary return regardless. By giving the voyages his patronage, he was ensuring the 
advancement of trade for England in new foreign locations, yet he would have none of the 
responsibility.23 Frank E. Grizzard argues that ͚Jaŵes ǁas deeplǇ iŶǀolǀed͛ iŶ the ǀoǇages to 
Virginia, and that he was willing to defend the colony.24 This might have been the case during the 
founding of the colony, but the king had little involvement with the Jamestown colony between 
1607 and 1624 when the Virginia Company collapsed due to increasing financial issues, made 
                                                          
20 Catherine Armstrong, Laura M. Chmielewski, The Atlantic Experience: People, Places, Ideas (New York: 
Palgrave Macmillan, 2013), p. 30  
21 Ibid, p. 25.  
22 ͚Letteƌ PateŶt to “iƌ Thoŵas Gates aŶd Otheƌs ;ϭϬ Apƌil ϭϲϬϲͿ͛ iŶ Philip L. Baƌďouƌ ;ed.Ϳ, The Jamestown 
Voyages Under The First Charter 1606-1609, Vol 1, (London: Cambridge University Press, 1969), p. 28. 
23 Susan Kingsbury (ed.). The Records of the Virginia Company of London, Vol. 1 (Washington: Library of 
Congress, 1906), p. 12.  
24Frank E. Grizzard, D. Boyd Smith, Jamestown Colony: A Political, Social and Cultural History (California: 
ABC-CLIO, 2007), p. XXIII.  
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worse by the loss of their licence to raise funds through lotteries in 1621 and by the Virginia 
Massacre of 1622.25 Susan Kingsbury suggests that the only occasions in which James did become 
involved with the Jamestown colony in these years was when there was a chance of making 
profit. By the time of the charters of 1609 and 1612, the king had surrendered to the Virginia 
Company full rights to trade in Jamestown, suggesting that James had lost interest and no longer 
wanted any part in the governance of the colony. However, in 1619 when the colony showed 
signs of improvement and it was thought it would be able to produce revenue, the king once 
again became involved with the affairs in Jamestown.26 This suggests that Jaŵes I͛s ŵaiŶ ŵotiǀe 
for colonising in America was largely to do with monetary gain.   
Many of the men involved in the creation of the Virginia Company had been merchants in the 
previous reign of Elizabeth, this meant that they had an understanding and link to America. Due 
to the doƌŵaŶt peƌiod of eǆploƌatioŶ iŶ Elizaďeth͛s ƌeigŶ, a Ŷuŵďeƌ of ŵeƌĐhaŶts had ďeeŶ aďle 
to stock pile capital. These funds would once again have an outlet in overseas expansion and 
trade.27   
The Virginia Company had no plans for long term settlement when they sent out the first 
colonists to America. It could be suggested that the aim of the first voyage was to rediscover 
Virginia and to take possession of the area for the English. Rather than sending out men to build 
an agricultural base, conquest of the land was the primary objective of the first voyage to 
Virginia.28 They did not create a setting for permanent living, women and children were not sent 
to Virginia on the first voyage, and the majority of the settlers had military backgrounds, not any 
farming or building skills, suggesting that Jamestown was not initially intended for family life. 29 
The individual settlers also saw life in Virginia as semi-permanent, they signed on with 
expectations of returning to England within a couple of years having hopefully made their fortune 
and spent time exploring an exotic foreign land.30  
 
For the Virginia Company and many of the individuals involved in the first voyage to Virginia, their 
main motive was profit. UŶaďle to ŵake a liǀiŶg thƌough pƌiǀateeƌiŶg due to Jaŵes͛ peaĐe ǁith 
                                                          
25 Noel MalĐolŵ, ͚Hoďďes, “aŶdǇs, aŶd the ViƌgiŶia CoŵpaŶǇ͛, The Historical Journal, 24 (1981), p. 300.  
26 Susan Kingsbury (ed.). The Records of the Virginia Company of London, Vol. 1 (Washington: Library of 
Congress, 1906), p. 24.  
27 Alan G. R. Smith (ed.). The reign of James VI and I (London: The Macmillan Press, 1981), p. 124.   
28 Jack P. Greene, Pursuits of Happiness: The Social Development of Early Modern British Colonies and the 
Formation of American Culture (Chapel Hill and London: The University of North Carolina Press, 1998), p. 9.   
29 James Horn, A Land as God Made it: Jamestown and the Birth of America (New York: Basic Books, 2006), 
p. 41-2.  
30 Ibid, p. 41.  
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Spain, perhaps they saw the creation of a permanent base in America as the best option for 
making money. The gentlemen who volunteered to travel on the first voyage to Virginia had to 
pay their own way and were expected to recruit settlers from their estates. In return, these men 
of rank were given a share in the profits of the Virginia Company. By looking at the instructions 
that were given to the colonists before their departure, we can identify some of the ways that the 
Virginia Company planned to make revenue through the colonisation of Virginia. The colonists 
ǁeƌe adǀised to seŶd ŵeŶ aǁaǇ fƌoŵ the Đaŵp to disĐoǀeƌ ͚the ‘iǀeƌ aďoǀe Ǉou͛ aŶd to ͚Cƌoss 
Over the Lands and Carrying half a DozeŶ piĐkaǆes to tƌǇ if theǇ CaŶ fiŶd aŶǇ ŵiŶeƌals͛.31 Similar 
to the Kings motives, it seems that they hoped to find valuable commodities in the surrounding 
land such as gold, copper, medicinal ingredients and spices which they could trade and sell. 32 By 
creating a permanent settlement, they would have a base from which to search the land and 
trade with the local native Americans. Merchants would also be looking to import commodities 
from America that they would usually have to import from Southern Europe, reducing their 
dependence on foreign traders.33  The Virginia Company also pushed the colonists to search for a 
passage ͚toǁaƌds the East IŶdia “ea͛.34 They were hoping to find a sea passage which would allow 
them to transport goods easily.  
 
When trying to answer the question of why was it decided in 1607 to restart English colonisation 
in America, it is clear that relations with Spain had a huge influence. Despite growing interest in 
American exploration and colonisation in the early seventeenth century, it was only once the 
Treaty of London had been signed in 1604 and peace was agreed upon that any real progress was 
made towards creating a permanent English settlement in the New World. It could also be argued 
that EŶglaŶd͛s ĐhoiĐe of loĐatioŶ foƌ ĐoloŶisation was influenced by relations with Spain. James 
allowed the Virginia Company of London and the Plymouth Company to settle in areas away from 
Spanish occupation, perhaps to avoid unnecessary tension and conflict with his new ally, Philip III.       
 The King, the Virginia Company and individual colonists had their own selfish motives and 
reasons for wanting to travel to America. Despite other suggested motives for exploration such as 
                                                          
31  ͚The LoŶdoŶ CouŶĐil͛s IŶstƌuĐtioŶs ďǇ ǁaǇ of AdǀiĐe ;BetǁeeŶ ϮϬ Noǀeŵďeƌ aŶd ϭϵ DeĐeŵďeƌ ϭϲϬϲͿ͛ iŶ 
Philip L. Barbour (ed.), The Jamestown Voyages Under The First Charter 1606-1609, Vol 1, (London: 
Cambridge University Press, 1969), p. 51. 
32 Benjamin Woolley, Savage Kingdom: Virginia and the Founding of English America (London: Harper Press, 
2007), p. 24.   
33 James Horn, A Land as God Made it: Jamestown and the Birth of America (New York: Basic Books, 2006), 
p. 35.  
34 ͚The LoŶdoŶ CouŶĐil͛s IŶstƌuĐtioŶs ďǇ ǁaǇ of AdǀiĐe ;BetǁeeŶ ϮϬ Noǀeŵďeƌ aŶd ϭϵ DeĐeŵďeƌ ϭϲϬϲͿ͛ iŶ 
Philip L. Barbour (ed.), The Jamestown Voyages Under The First Charter 1606-1609, Vol 1, (London: 
Cambridge University Press, 1969), p. 51. 
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the ǁish to ĐoŶǀeƌt the ͚saǀages͛ of the Ŷeǁ ǁoƌld to ChƌistiaŶitǇ, iŶteƌnational rivalry between 
England and the rest of Europe and the desire to discover new areas of America, it is clear that 
the ŵaiŶ ŵotiǀe foƌ all paƌties iŶǀolǀed ǁas ŵoŶeǇ. Both the KiŶg aŶd the ViƌgiŶia CoŵpaŶǇ͛s 
first interests were in mining the land and searching for valuable commodities, less focus was 
placed upon creating a permanent, comfortable living space for the first colonists to build a 
working community. These short sighted motives may have, to some extent, led to the poor 
conditions during the early years of the Jamestown colony that will be explored in the next 
chapter.  
On the 20 December 1606, three ships; the Susan Constant, Godspeed and Discovery quietly set 
sail for Virginia. After being at sea for four months, the English settlers finally arrived in Virginia in 
late April 1607. Following the instructions that they had been given, a location was chosen for 
EŶglaŶd͛s fiƌst ĐoloŶǇ ϯϲ ŵiles up the Jaŵes ‘iǀeƌ, ǁhiĐh the ĐoloŶists Ŷaŵes JaŵestoǁŶ afteƌ 
their King. 
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Chapter Two – Conditions at Jamestown from 1607-1622  
 
In 1608, George Percy, a member of the Council of Jamestown gave a dismal view of the colony: 
͚Theƌe ǁeƌe Ŷeueƌ EŶglishŵeŶ left iŶ a foƌƌeigŶe CouŶtƌeǇ iŶ suĐh ŵiseƌie as ǁee ǁeƌe iŶ this 
new discovered VirgiŶia͛.1 His account highlights the negative views that many of the colonists 
had towards life in Jamestown, even from the very start of its existence. The colonists faced many 
problems that made their lives in Virginia desolate, including a lack of food and clean drinking 
water, extreme weather conditions, conflicts with the local natives and leadership issues. These 
conditions led to discontent, and as we will see in this chapter and the following ones, made the 
colonists more likely to partake in mutiny and to abandon the colony altogether as renegades.  
When reading about Jamestown and the conditions that the colonists were made to live in, most 
historians agree that everyday life was harsh. Martin H. Quitt lists a number of reasons he 
believes would have made men dissatisfied with their lives at Jamestown. These include the 
desperate reliance on Indian food to stay alive; the lack of women in the colony; sickliness and 
disease that quickly spread through the settlement; and the unstable English leadership.2 J. 
Fredrick Fausz takes a different view, and argues that the main issue that resulted in poor 
conditions in Jamestown was the war with Indians. Fausz claims that the fact that the English 
were at war with the local Powhatan tribe from 1609 to 1614 resulted in colonists going through 
the Starving Time, where many died in the winter of 1609. According to Fausz, war and epidemic 
eǆplaiŶs ǁhǇ the ĐoloŶǇ͛s pƌesideŶts felt that it was necessary to put in place strict martial law, 
which restricted the colonists daily lives.3 There were a number of main areas of dissatisfaction 
that have been established, these included leadership issues, labour problems, relationship with 
the local natives and food supplies.  
 Although it has been established within early Jacobean historiography that conditions at 
Jamestown were bad and life was difficult in this period for the newly established colony, the 
reasons for this have not before been broken down and explored in detail collectively. This 
chapter will establish the reasons for these poor conditions through a thorough examination of 
the environmental, socio-political and economic conditions in Jamestown. This approach of a 
                                                          
1 ͚Geoƌge PeƌĐǇ͛s DisĐouƌse ;ϭϲϬϴ? Befoƌe ϭϮ Apƌil ϭϲϭϮͿ͛ iŶ Philip L. Baƌďouƌ, The Jamestown Voyages 
Under The First Charter 1606-1609, Vol 1, (London: Cambridge University Press, 1969), p. 144. 
2 MaƌtiŶ H. Quitt, ͚Tƌade aŶd AĐĐultuƌatioŶ at JaŵestoǁŶ, ϭϲϬ7-ϭϲϬϵ: The Liŵits of UŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg͛, The 
William and Mary Quarterly, 52 (1995), p. 230.  
3 J. FƌedƌiĐk Fausz, ͚AŶ ͞AďuŶdaŶĐe of Blood “hed oŶ Both “ides͟: EŶglaŶd͛s Fiƌst IŶdiaŶ Waƌ, ϭϲϬϵ-ϭϲϭϰ͛, 
The Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, 98 (1990), p. 8.  
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collective overview of early colonial life is unique, as it has not effectively been done before. 
Focus is usually placed upon one element of discontent in the colony, for example Karen Ordahl 
Kupperman concentrates on mortality rates, oƌ EdŵuŶd “. MoƌgaŶ͛s eǆploƌatioŶ of laďouƌ 
problems in Jamestown from 1607 to 1618.4 By exploring the conditions in this way, I hope to 
Đƌeate a ŵoƌe suĐĐiŶĐt uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of the ĐoloŶǇ͛s eaƌlǇ Ǉeaƌs aŶd estaďlish a Đleaƌeƌ 
understanding as to why some English settlers were not content with the life that the Virginia 
Company of London had sold to them. More importantly, I intend to demonstrate the reasons 
why many thought that abandoning the settlement was better than staying at Jamestown.   
This chapter will explore the conditions at Jamestown between 1607, when English colonists first 
landed in Virginia, and 1622, the year of the Virginia Massacre. This will be done by categorically 
going through the environmental, social, political and economic conditions individually, and how 
they influenced the Jamestown settlement and the colonists who lived there. Each section will 
highlight the main areas of discontent, and explore what effect they had on the colonists. 
Contemporary sources will be used to create a better understanding of how the colonists felt 
about life in Jamestown, and what their main concerns or fears were. Finally, the chapter will 
explain how the poor conditions were a central factor behind the reports of discontent, mutiny 
and runaways that the Virginia Company faced at Jamestown in its early years.   
When the settlers first arrived at Jamestown in 1607, environmental conditions were not as bad 
as they quickly would become. The land seemed plentiful and they believed that they had found 
the perfect plot of land on which to build the first English permanent settlement in America. 
Francis Perkins, a colonist at Jamestown, wrote a letter to a friend in England in March 1608 in 
which he described the climate when they first arrived saying, ͚ǁe had ǁaƌŵ ǁeatheƌ all the 
tiŵe͛. He also described how not too far from ǁheƌe theǇ ǁeƌe staǇiŶg theƌe ǁas ͚a gƌeat 
aďuŶdaŶĐe of ǁild sǁaŶs, heƌoŶs aŶd ĐƌaŶes, geese, ǁild duĐks, ŵallaƌds, aŶd ŵaŶǇ otheƌ ďiƌds͛ 
which would have been a good food source. However, conditions soon deteriorated, and in the 
same letter, Perkins tells his fƌieŶd that theiƌ ĐiƌĐuŵstaŶĐes had ǁoƌseŶed, ͚it got so ǀeƌǇ Đold aŶd 
the fƌost ǁas so shaƌp that I aŶd ŵaŶǇ otheƌs suffeƌed fƌozeŶ feet͛.5 Contemporary sources reveal 
that descriptions about the weather and climate tended to be negative. In a piece of writing 
commissioned by the Virginia Company, the report blamed the problems at Jamestown on the 
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͚ǀŶholesoŵŶess of the Đliŵate͛.6 This indicates the weather caused dramatic problems for the 
colonists, and their standard of living in Virginia.   
A major environmental cause affecting the life experiences of the colonists was their arrival 
during a period of unprecedented cold temperatures deemed by scholars as the Little Ice Age. 
The Little Ice Age was a period that is thought to have broadly lasted from the middle of the 
fifteenth century to the middle of the nineteenth century. In this period the average worldwide 
temperature is thought to be one degree centigrade lower.7 This drop in temperature caused 
many problems for the English colonists in Virginia. When the settlers arrived in Jamestown in 
1607, it was one of the coldest years in the last thousand, and the change in temperature meant 
that they faced warm springs that led to flooding, hot summers that resulted in droughts and 
bitterly cold winters. From examining tree rings from the Jamestown area, scientists have 
discovered that the colonist arrived at the beginning of a seven year drought, which is thought to 
have lasted from 1606 to 1612, the driest period in 770 years.8 
These environmental conditions caused a number of problems for the colonists concerning food 
production. With such poor conditions, neither the English nor the local native tribes were able to 
produce the amount of food necessary to keep themselves alive. The Indian population decreased 
during this period and the lack of food meant that the colonists at Jamestown soon began to 
starve, with disease becoming rife in the settlement. Although the Indians tried to help the 
settlers by providing what food they could, their reliance on the natives for subsistence, which 
was often abused or taken by force, soon caused conflict.9  
A lack of food was not the only concern for the English colonists at Jamestown, they also did not 
have a big enough supply of drinking water. The lack of drinking water was caused by two 
problems: first the drought meant that there was a lack of water; and second, the settlers had 
unknowingly constructed the colony on a location where the exchange between fresh and salt 
water was at a minimum. The English chose their location because of its defensibility against any 
Spanish attacks and its deep water that meant that they were able to anchor their ships close to 
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the shore.10 Moreover, they had picked land that was unsuitable to live on, with a swampy 
peninsular where maŶǇ peƌished ďǇ ͚dƌiŶkiŶg the ďƌaĐkish ǁateƌ of Iames foƌt͛.11 J. Frederick 
Fausz draws attention to the positive benefits of the colonists selected location. He claims that 
because the Indians did not see the location of Jamestown as a suitable one to farm or live on, 
the English had accidently found the one spot where the local Natives would not feel like their 
land was being threatened and would for some time leave them in peace.12 Although it can be 
argued that the environmental conditions that the English colonists arrived in would have made 
life difficult, blame cannot be completely placed on this alone. 
When considering the social conditions in Jamestown, it is best to start by examining the people 
who were travelling to America. John Smith recorded a list of the original settlers in his Generall 
Historie of Virginia, New-England, and the Summer Isles, which was published in 1624. According 
to Smith, one hundred men travelled to Jamestown in 1607, six being Council members, the rest 
being either gentlemen or labourers. The list reveals that there was a much larger proportion of 
gentlemen sent to Jamestown than labourers. Forty-eight of the men listed by name were 
recorded as being gentlemen, who would have largely been the youngest sons of wealthy land 
owners. Compared to the forty-eight gentlemen, there were only thirty named men listed as 
labourers. A few of these men have specific professions recorded, including a blacksmith; barber, 
bricklayer, mason and drummer. There were also four colonists who were recorded as being 
boys, which tells us that they were also sending children out to Jamestown from the very 
beginning.13 The lack of labourers being sent to Jamestown was negative for the colony, as they 
did not have enough people with the skills necessary to create a long lasting and functioning 
settlement. Although the Virginia Company could boast that they had wealthy and influential 
gentlemen interested in Virginia, these were not the kind of men that were needed in the tough 
conditions that were found at Jamestown. The divide in social classes also caused tension 
between the colonists, as English social hierarchy was expected to be maintained across the 
Atlantic with labourers being expected to do the heavy work in the colony and the gentlemen 
tasked to serve as leaders. As the Virginia Company became desperate for new recruits to send to 
Virginia, they began to allow anyone to sign on, enticing them by offering them a share of Virginia 
Company stock. However, this did not attract the type of people that were needed for survival in 
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Jamestown. Consequently, the Company appealed for tradesmen but few experienced artisans 
could be persuaded to leave the comfortable situations that they had in England, meaning that 
those who did sign up were not at the highest levels of their respected trades.14 This suggests that 
the Virginia Company were not able to attract the right kind of people needed to make the colony 
thrive in its early years. Instead, the colony was filled with gentlemen who saw themselves as 
above others, and incompetent craftsmen.      
The Virginia Company published a series of promotional literature in an attempt to encourage 
people to invest in Virginia and to attract colonists. This propaganda often misled the men and 
women who decided to come to live in Virginia. One of these pieces of promotional literature was 
called Nova Britannia and was written by Robert Johnson in 1609. The aim of the pamphlet was 
to encourage investors to help finance the exhibitions and to educate potential colonists of the 
ďeŶefits of ŵoǀiŶg to JaŵestoǁŶ. ViƌgiŶia ǁas desĐƌiďed as a ͚pleasaŶt laŶd͛ aŶd as ďeiŶg ͚ŵuĐh 
warmer theŶ EŶglaŶd, aŶd ǀeƌǇ agƌeeaďle to ouƌ Ŷatuƌes͛, ǁhiĐh at this tiŵe ǁas kŶoǁŶ Ŷot to ďe 
true. The text also largely focused on the resources that Virginia could provide. Readers were told 
of the strong soil that was good for growing products and that the ͚laŶd is full of ŵiŶeƌalles͛. 
Johnson also suggested that there was a possibility that gold and silver would be found. All 
previous searches for gold in Virginia had found no hint that any valuable metals would be 
discovered, but this suggests that the Virginia Company were trying to attract English people to 
Jamestown by making them believe that they had a chance of discovering precious metals, when 
in reality there was none. In addition, it described the Native Americans in Virginia as being 
͚geŶeƌallǇ ǀeƌǇ loǀiŶg aŶd geŶtle͛, hoǁeǀeƌ iŶ ϭϲϬϵ the EŶglish aŶd Natiǀes did Ŷot haǀe a good 
relationship with one another, which soon resulted in war.15 It is not surprising then, that when 
these English men and women arrived at Jamestown, filled with ideas of plentiful land, good 
weather, and friendly native neighbours, that they would be disappointed by what they found.       
It was not just externally that problems existed, but also in the internal political makeup of 
Jamestown. Problems within the town itself included leadership issues, harsh laws, and wars with 
the Native Americans. A number of issues arose when it came to the leadership of Jamestown, 
including factionalism, a lack of political experience, lack of loyalty and abuse of power. Even 
before they arrived at Jamestown in 1607, there were issues among the leading men of the 
colony. While on board the Susan Constant, rumours began to spread that Robert Hunt, who was 
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the ŵissioŶ͛s ĐhaplaiŶ, ǁas iŶǀolǀed iŶ a ƌeligious plot aŶd ǁas a Catholic working for the Spanish. 
Smith defended Hunt causing friction with Edward Maria Wingfield and George Percy, who 
believed him to be guilty. This argument came to a head when the colonists were forced to stop 
at the Canaries for supplies, Smith and some other passengers began to threaten mutiny 
highlighting the political and religious tensions prevalent amongst the hundred colonists. Smith 
ended up causing such a disturbance that Captain Newport ordered him to be locked up as a 
prisoner in the belly of the Susan Constant.16    
IŶ the fiƌst seǀeŶteeŶ ŵoŶths of JaŵestoǁŶ͛s eǆisteŶĐe theƌe ǁheƌe thƌee diffeƌeŶt leadeƌs, 
Edward Maria Wingfield, John Ratcliffe and John Smith. Compared to the local native tribes, the 
leadership at Jamestown was very unstable. The local chief, Powhatan, had been a dominant 
figuƌe iŶ ǁhat ǁe kŶoǁ as ViƌgiŶia foƌ ŵaŶǇ deĐades, ǁheŶ the EŶglish aƌƌiǀed he had ͚siǆteeŶ 
KiŶgs uŶdeƌ his sǁaǇ͛.17 He had won his position through inheritance, ability and loyalty, whereas 
the leaders at Jamestown were nominated by the Virginia Company thousands of miles away in 
England, and held no respect or loyalty from the men that they were trying to govern. Edward 
Maƌia WiŶgfield͛s Discourse, written in 1608, clearly highlights the discord that went on among 
the council members at Jamestown. In this text, Wingfield was defending himself from 
accusations made against him by other members of the council, including John Ratcliffe and John 
Smith. In his Discourse, Wingfield describes his deposition as the President of Jamestown, on 10 
September 1607. He was deposed because the otheƌ ĐouŶĐil ŵeŵďeƌs ǀieǁed hiŵ as ͚ǀeƌǇ 
unworthy to be eyther President oƌ of the CouŶĐell͛. WiŶgfield ǁas brought in front of the council 
and accused of a number of misdemeanours, including not fulfilling his duties as a member of the 
council; starving the colony; and of being an atheist. Wingfield argues that most of the 
accusations were caused by rumours that were spread by other leaders, such as a claims spread 
by Smith that while the colony starved, Wingfield feasted himself and his servants out of the 
ĐoŵŵoŶ food stoƌe. WiŶgfield Đlaiŵs that “ŵith͛s iŶteŶt ǁas to ͚haǀe stiƌƌed the disĐoŶteŶted 
CoŵpaŶǇ agaiŶst ŵe͛. 18 John Ratcliffe took over as President of Jamestown while Wingfield was 
imprisoned. This suggests that rather than working together to improve the conditions of the 
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colony, the council members of Jamestown would rather accuse each other to gain power for 
themselves. There seems to have been little loyalty or friendship between them.   
The accusation made against Wingfield of starving the colony was not the only case that can be 
found of a President of Jamestown hoarding food for themselves. Michael A. Lacombe explores 
the connection between food and leadership at Jamestown. Lacombe argues that leading Council 
members misused their authority when it came to food and the wellbeing of the settlers. He 
aƌgues that due to the shoƌtage of food iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ͛s eaƌlǇ Ǉeaƌs, it ďeĐaŵe a sǇŵďol of status 
and political power. He highlights occasions when leaders of Jamestown were thought to have 
misused their responsibility when it came to food. Along with Wingfield, George Percy also made 
sure his status and office were represented on his table, viewing a well laid table as part of his 
office, even John Ratcliffe was accused of riotously consuming the food stores when elected as 
president.19 The way in which the leaders of Jamestown handled food supplies provides us with 
an idea of their main concerns. It would seem that it was not the wellbeing of the people that 
they were supposed to be protecting and leading which directed their activities, but instead 
supporting their own individual interests and making sure that their status was known. Lacombe 
is the only historian who has drawn a connection between food and leadership in Jamestown. His 
observations highlight that the ideas of class and status were just as important in colonial 
America, as they were in England at this time.        
There were not only disagreements between the council and leaders within Jamestown, but also 
within the Virginia Company of London itself. In late 1608, a letter sent by John Smith to the 
Virginia Company highlights the disagreements that emerged during his presidency. The Virginia 
Company seem to have accused the ĐoloŶists at JaŵestoǁŶ of ďeiŶg ͚so set ǀpoŶ faĐtioŶ͛ aŶd of 
ďeiŶg ͚idle͛, as well as not following the instructions sent to them by Captain Newport. In 
response Smith defended himself, by pardoning his ͚ƌude AŶsǁeƌs͛ aŶd claiming that on the topic 
of factions, he made many men stay that would otherwise have run away. In response to 
following Newpoƌt͛s iŶstƌuĐtioŶs, “ŵith Đlaiŵed that he was against them, however, he ͚ǁas 
ĐoŶteŶt to ďe oǀeƌƌuled ďǇ the ŵajoƌ paƌt of the CouŶĐell͛. 20 Relations with the Virginia Company 
were further complicated by the fact that they did not fully understand the conditions at 
Jamestown despite continued communication. This meant that they sometimes made mistakes 
with the instructions they sent to the colony, and did not always put policies in place that were in 
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the best interests of the colonists. Their aim for Virginia was to make money and their main focus 
was on the search for gold and other valuable commodities, as well as finding a river passage 
through North America to allow them access to trade in India and China.    
As early as 1607, some were questioning how the law was being enforced in Jamestown by the 
colonists which reveals an additional area of discontent within the settlement. Wingfield wrote in 
his Discourse, ͚ǁeaƌ this ǁhippiŶg, laǁiŶg, ďeatiŶg, aŶd haŶgiŶg iŶ ViƌgiŶia kŶoǁŶe iŶ EŶglaŶd I 
feaƌe it ǁould dƌiue ŵaŶǇ ǁell affeĐted ŵǇŶdes fƌoŵ this hoŶouƌaďle aĐtioŶ of ViƌgiŶia͛.21 Due to 
the unsteady leadership at Jamestown in its early years, the Virginia Company decided to send 
men to Virginia who they believed would bring control to the settlement. Sir Thomas Gates was 
the first of these leaders to arrive in Virginia. He left England in 1609, but was shipwrecked off the 
Beƌŵuda͛s aŶd did Ŷot aƌƌiǀe at Jaŵestown until May 1610. The second leader that was sent to 
Virginia was Sir Thomas Dale. His arrival in 1611 marked a turning point at Jamestown, as he 
installed a set of strict laws known as the Lawes Divine, Morall and Martiall, in a hope to bring 
discipline to the settlement. The laws that he put in place added to laws that had already been set 
down by Sir Thomas Gates. However these new laws were seen as extremely harsh, and caused 
discontent in Jamestown as well as criticism in England. When considering the laws themselves, it 
is possible to understand why the colonists would have been unhappy with their content. There 
were laws forbidding murder or rape under pain of death alongside a number of laws put in place 
with unjustified punishments. For example, if someone was to speak out or criticise the council or 
the iŶteŶtioŶs of the ĐoloŶǇ, the puŶishŵeŶt foƌ theiƌ fiƌst offeŶĐe ǁas ͚to ďee ǁhipt thƌee 
seueƌall tiŵes͛, the seĐoŶd offeŶĐe ǁould ŵeaŶ the aĐĐused ǁould ďe ͚ĐoŶdeŵŶed to the GalleǇ 
for three yeares͛, aŶd if theǇ Đoŵŵitted the saŵe Đƌiŵe a thiƌd tiŵe theǇ ǁould ďe ͚puŶished 
ǁith death͛. “iŵilaƌlǇ, if soŵeoŶe ǁas to ͚giǀe aŶǇ disgƌaĐefull ǁoƌds, oƌ Đoŵŵit aŶǇ aĐt to the 
disgƌaĐe of aŶǇ peƌsoŶ iŶ this ĐoloŶie͛ theǇ ǁould ďe tied head aŶd feet together, every night for 
a month. Thomas Dale strictly enforced these laws which led to discontent amongst the colonists.  
During the period that we are focusing on, the English and Powhatans were at war with one 
another, this lasted from 1609 until 1614. From 1607 until 1609 the relationship between the 
colonists and the local natives was unsteady but mostly peaceful. An account by Francis Magnel, a 
Jamestown colonist, tells us hoǁ PoǁhataŶ ͚aŶd all his ǀassals deal peaĐefullǇ ǁith the EŶglish, 
aŶd atteŶd a ŵaƌket ǁhiĐh the EŶglish hold at theiƌ foƌt dailǇ͛ ǁheƌe theǇ ǁould tƌade ǁith eaĐh 
                                                          
21 ͚Edǁaƌd Maƌia WiŶgfield, DisĐouƌse ;ϭϲϬϴ, FiŶished afteƌ Ϯϭ MaǇͿ͛ iŶ Philip L. Baƌďouƌ, The Jamestown 
Voyages Under The First Charter 1606 -1609, Vol 1, (London: Cambridge University Press, 1969), p. 225.   
27 
 
other for items such as food and trinkets.22 This peace lasted because the tribes trusted John 
Smith as the leader of Jamestown, but due to the ViƌgiŶia CoŵpaŶǇ͛s iŶteƌfeƌeŶĐe this 
ƌelatioŶship ďƌoke doǁŶ. JohŶ “ŵith͛s authoƌitǇ ǁas uŶdeƌŵiŶed ďǇ the ViƌgiŶia CoŵpaŶǇ aŶd 
the Natives stopped trading or cooperating with Smith. This resulted in Smith resorting to 
violence to get what he wanted from the Powhatan tribe. John Smith was soon deposed as 
President of Jamestown, and due to injuries he acquired in an explosion, was forced to return to 
England.  Without “ŵith͛s ŵilitaƌǇ kŶoǁledge and negotiation skills, the colonists began to take 
violence towards the Natives too far. George Percy records a number of occasions when the 
English attacked the local Natives in a letter he wrote to his brother, the Earl of Northumberland, 
titled A Trewe Relacyon. In it he reported how, when two messengers who had been sent to the 
KiŶg of MaŶĐeŵoŶde did Ŷot ƌetuƌŶ iŶ the tiŵe eǆpeĐted, theǇ seŶt half ͚ouƌ ŵeŶ to take the 
IslaŶd͛ ďǇ foƌĐe. The ŵeŶ ͚Beate the “alǀages out of the IslaŶd ďuƌŶed theiƌ hoǁses ‘aŶsaked 
theiƌ Teŵples Tooke doǁŶe the Coƌpes of theiƌ deade kiŶgs fƌoŵ theiƌ Toaŵďes͛.23 On another 
oĐĐasioŶ, CaptaiŶ ‘atĐliffe ǁas seŶt to pƌoĐuƌe supplies fƌoŵ the IŶdiaŶs ͚ďǇ the ǁaǇ of 
ĐoŵŵeƌĐe aŶd tƌade͛, hoǁeǀeƌ he took PoǁhataŶ͛s soŶ aŶd daughteƌ, aŶd ͚fƌeelǇ suffered them 
to depte͛. It ǁas aĐts of ǀioleŶĐe like this that foƌĐed the loĐal Natiǀe tƌiďes to tuƌŶ to ǁaƌ, aŶd 
theǇ ďegaŶ opeŶlǇ attaĐkiŶg JaŵestoǁŶ aŶd the settleƌs. IŶ ƌespoŶse to the death of PoǁhataŶ͛s 
son and daughter, the natives captured Ratcliffe aŶd ǁhile he ǁas still aliǀe, ͚his fleshe ǁas 
skƌaped fƌoŵ his ďoŶes ǁth ŵussel shelles͛.24  PoǁhataŶ͛s people ͚ĐƌuellǇ ŵutheƌed, aŶd 
ŵassaĐƌed͛ EŶglish ĐoloŶists aŶd he ͚seŶt ŶoŶe of his Indians to trade with vs, but laied secret 
aŵďushes iŶ the ǁoods͛.25 These activities caused great fear and misery for the colonists at 
Jamestown. They were attacked regularly and as the Indians provided a large proportion of their 
food, their standard of living would have quickly decreased.  
Through poor leadership, the Jamestown colony was almost brought to a premature end during 
the winter of 1609. Due to the poor decisions made by the leaders of Jamestown, Powhatan 
decided the best way to deal with the English was to trap them inside their own settlement until 
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ViƌgiŶia fƌoŵ … ϭϲϬϵ uŶtil … ϭϲϭϮ͟. Tyler’s Quarterly Historical aŶd GeŶealogical MagaziŶe, 3 (1921-22), pp. 
265-266. 
25 ͚Tƌue DeĐlaƌatioŶ of the estate of the ColoŶie ;ϭϲϭϬͿ͛ iŶ Peteƌ FoƌĐe ;ed.Ϳ, Tracts and Other Papers … , 
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they died of starvation and disease. This period became known as the Starving Time and many of 
the colonists perished. Accounts from this period reveal the horrors that the colonists faced 
during this time. IŶ PeƌĐǇ͛s letteƌ, he ƌepoƌted that the colonists began to feel ͚the shaƌpe pƌiĐke 
of huŶgeƌ͛ aŶd hoǁ theǇ ǁeƌe foƌĐed to eat hoƌses, dogs, Đats, ƌats aŶd ŵiĐe. CoŶditioŶs 
worsened and the men started to eat boots, shoes and anything leather. Finally the colonists 
ǁeƌe foƌĐed to ͚digge up dead Đoƌpses out of gƌaǀes aŶd to eate theŵ͛. OŶ oŶe oĐĐasioŶ a ŵaŶ 
ŵuƌdeƌed his pƌegŶaŶt ǁife aŶd Đhopped heƌ up ͚iŶto pieĐes aŶd salted heƌ foƌ his food͛, ǁheŶ 
this was discovered he was sentenced to death.26 This shows how horrific the conditions were in 
Jamestown and how badly it affected them during war with Powhatan. It was not only starvation 
that killed off the colonists during the Starving Time, but also the spread of disease. Living in such 
close quarters meant that many also succumbed to the foul water they were being forced to 
drink, diseases spread easily and many were picked off by the native enemies who waited outside 
of the settlement. These details were chronicled by William Strachey, who arrived in Virginia in 
1610 with the men who were shipwrecked on the Bermudas led by Sir Thomas Gates. In his 
description of the conditions he found Jamestown in, Strachey reported how he found palisades 
torn down, ports open, and empty houses caused by the high level of death. Strachey described 
the scene as one of ͚desolatioŶ aŶd ŵiseƌǇ͛, ǁhile also ĐoŵŵeŶtiŶg on the Native attacks, 
particularly hoǁ ͚the IŶdiaŶs killed as fast ǁithout, if ouƌ ŵeŶ stiƌƌed ďut ďeǇoŶd the ďouŶds of 
theiƌ ďloĐkhouse, as faŵiŶe aŶd pestileŶĐe did ǁithiŶ͛.27 The war with the Natives had a 
devastating effect on the colonists and their position in Jamestown during their early years in 
Virginia, however, this was not the end of warfare. The Jamestown colonists made it through the 
Starving Time, and they responded by increasingly attacking the Natives. Peace only came with 
PoĐahoŶtas͛s ŵaƌƌiage to JohŶ ‘olf iŶ ϭϲϭϰ.    
Unfortunately, peace was not constant, and on 22 March 1622 the Natives attacked the English in 
what became known as the Virginia Massacre. After years of growing tension caused by the 
arrival of an increasing number of English colonists, the natives began to fear that they would be 
forced off of their own land, and this resulted in an overall mistrust of the English. The natives 
believed now was the time to put an end to the colony. They attacked the colony at Jamestown 
aŶd otheƌ suƌƌouŶdiŶg settleŵeŶts, ǁheƌe theǇ ͚ďaselǇ aŶd ďaƌďaƌouslǇ ŵuƌdeƌed, Ŷot spaƌiŶg 
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eitheƌ age oƌ seǆ, ŵaŶ, ǁoŵeŶ oƌ Đhild͛. AĐĐouŶts ƌepoƌted how 347 men, women and children 
ǁeƌe killed, aŶd hoǁ the Ŷatiǀes ͚fell afteƌ agaiŶ upoŶ the dead … defaĐiŶg, dƌaggiŶg, aŶd 
ŵaŶgliŶg the dead ĐaƌĐasses iŶto ŵaŶǇ pieĐes͛.28 This was a devastating blow for the colonists, 
more than one fourth of the population in Virginia was murdered in one go. This massacre led to 
more violence, as the English responded by declaring open war against their native neighbours. 
Perhaps the biggest reasons for discontent in the colony were caused by economic conditions in 
this period. As already mentioned there were a number of factors that impacted on the colonies 
ability to trade and produce food, including environmental conditions, leadership issues and the 
relationship with the local Native tribes. During this period the colony suffered from terrible food 
shortages that led to many deaths caused by malnutrition and famine. 
Food production was a major problem in the early years of Jamestown. There was a labour issue, 
where the colonists were not producing enough food to feed themselves and were only working 
very short hours each day. William StƌaĐheǇ͛s account of the conditions at Jamestown noted that 
the ĐoloŶists ͚ďǇ teŶ of the ĐloĐk haǀe doŶe theiƌ ŵoƌŶiŶg͛s ǁoƌk: at ǁhat tiŵe theǇ haǀe theiƌ 
allowances set out ready for them, and until it be three of the clock again they take their own 
pleasuƌe, aŶd afteƌǁaƌd, ǁith the suŶset, theiƌ daǇ͛s laďoƌ is fiŶished͛.29 For many years it has 
been believed that the reason for this was due to the colonists being lazy and idle, this is the 
traditional explanation provided in contemporary writing. In a piece of writing commissioned by 
the Virginia Company of London in 1610, called a True Declaration of the estate of the Colonie, 
the colonists idleness was continually mentioned, where they were described as having 
͚iŶteŵpeƌate idleŶes͛ aŶd ďeiŶg so lazǇ that ͚theǇ eat theiƌ fish ƌaǁ, ƌatheƌ thaŶ theǇ ǁould go a 
stoŶes Đast to fetĐh ǁood͛.30 However, this report was written to try and promote exploration to 
Virginia, so would have tried to focus the blame for the colonies failings on the colonists rather 
than the conditions in Jamestown. More recently, this ǀieǁ of the ĐoloŶists͛ laziness has been 
questioned. The fact that Jamestown colonists seem to have neglected producing their own food 
was often put down to the fact that many of them were gentlemen and noblemen, who would 
have never had to do menial labour before arriving in Jamestown. They saw certain tasks as 
demeaning to their status and were reluctant, therefore, to complete them. For example they 
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saw themselves as being above planting corn, and menial farm work.31 However, it is unlikely that 
this was the main reason behind the lack of farming and labour in the settlement. If you examine 
the archaeological evidence unearthed by William Kelso at Jamestown, it makes it hard to believe 
that the colonists were idle. As Kelso͛s eǀideŶĐe ƌeǀeals, the ĐoloŶists ƋuiĐklǇ ĐoŶstƌuĐted the 
fort, they dug a one thousand foot long trench and built a fourteen foot palisade.32 It was more 
likely that they were unable to perform long working days due to malnutrition, disease and 
depression that would have set in after a few months of living in the terrible conditions of 
Jamestown.33    
Geoƌge PeƌĐǇ doĐuŵeŶts ŵaŶǇ of the ĐoloŶist͛s deaths iŶ his oďseƌǀatioŶs of JaŵestoǁŶ, foƌ 
example:  
͚The siǆt of August theƌe died IohŶ Asďie of the bloudie Flixe. The ninth day died 
George Flowre of the swelling. The tenth day died William Bruster Gentleman, of a 
ǁouŶd giueŶ ďǇ the “auages, aŶd ǁas ďuƌied the eleueŶth daǇ͛.34 
The way that Percy lists the people who died helps us to understand the scale of death in the 
colony, and the reasons for these deaths. Although Percy recorded how some died from cruel 
diseases, ďuƌŶiŶg feǀeƌs aŶd ǁaƌ, his letteƌ ƌeǀeals additioŶallǇ that ͚foƌ the ŵost paƌt theǇ died 
of ŵeeƌe faŵiŶe͛. 35 Clearly, evidence highlights how the economic situation in Jamestown was 
dire. 
The mortality rates speak for themselves when considering the living conditions at Jamestown. By 
1608, after only a year of being in America, only thirty-eight of the original 108 colonists 
remained alive. These rates did not get any better in the following years. After the Starving Time 
of 1609, the population was reduced from five hundred to sixty in only six months. The mortality 
rates once again became a drastic problem in the years 1619-1622, when the Virginia Company 
began to rapidly send unprepared men and women to Virginia. With these added people, the 
number of colonists reached 4,270, however three thousand of these settlers died.36 Therefore it 
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is not surprising when looking at these figures that many men decided that they had a better 
chance of living if they abandoned the colony, be that to live with the local natives or to try and 
return home to England.  
In conclusion, by exploring life in Jamestown categorically it has been established that the 
conditions that the English settlers were living in were horrific. The environmental conditions that 
they arrived in meant that they were placed in a difficult situation from the very start, the socio-
political conditions led to tension, mistrust, and poor leadership, and the economic conditions 
meant that food was limited and mixed with disease and war, mortality rates were extremely 
high. It becomes easier to understand why the colonists at Jamestown made the decisions they 
did when it came to running away from the settlement. The percentage of the population at 
Jamestown that did decide to run away were doing so in an attempt not only find a better 
lifestyle, but also a better chance of survival.  
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Chapter Three – Renegades  
 
Renegades on the European ĐoŶtiŶeŶt ǁeƌe desĐƌiďed as ďeiŶg ͚DisloǇal aŶd tƌaiteƌous͛ ďǇ aŶ 
author in 1607, the year that the colony was founded at Jamestown.1 It did not take much time 
ďefoƌe the ŵeŶ iŶ EŶglaŶd͛s fiƌst peƌŵaŶeŶt ĐoloŶǇ iŶ AŵeƌiĐa aďaŶdoŶed their fellow settlers 
aŶd tuƌŶed ƌeŶegade theŵselǀes. IŶ this Đhapteƌ, JaŵestoǁŶ͛s oǁŶ disloǇal aŶd tƌaitoƌous 
renegades will be explored, and it will be argued that it was the poor conditions that the men and 
women were forced to live in that turned them into renegades. The years that will be covered are 
1607 until the year of the Virginia Massacre of 1622. The date of the Virginia Massacre is a fitting 
time to end research into renegades at Jamestown as any connection between the English and 
the local native tribes was halted. There was open warfare between the two, and English settlers 
were no longer able to safely run away to live with the natives. During the period after the 
massacre, there is little, if no evidence of renegades in Virginia.  
Renegades have been largely overlooked when it comes to the history of English expansion in 
America, especially during the early years of the Jamestown settlement. James Axtell and Colin G. 
CalloǁaǇ͛s ƌeseaƌĐh is helpful iŶ pƌoǀidiŶg aŶ oǀeƌǀieǁ of the histoƌǇ of ƌenegades in colonial 
America, however, very little information about the renegades of Jamestown is explored in their 
work.2 Information on renegades in Jamestown and early English colonial America is usually brief 
aŶd laĐkiŶg iŶ detail. BeŶjaŵiŶ WoolleǇ͛s ƌesearch on the renegade William White, while 
interesting, raises questions about desertion within the colony; the extent to which this was a 
common occurrence in this period; and the identity of other renegades aside from White.3 
Bernard Sheehan takes a different approach when examining renegades and considers ideas 
surrounding desertion, such as the concept of betrayal. This prompts further investigation about 
who this betrayal was against – the state, the colony, or both. He focuses on the relationship and 
misunderstandings between the white men and native societies in America. While examining this 
relationship Sheehan talks about the men who ran away as renegades and how the English 
viewed this as the greatest betrayal as they were choosing to turn their backs on civilisation for 
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the lifestyle of a savage. Once again this is an evaluation of renegades as a whole, and is not 
focused on any particular place or time during colonial American history. 4 A concise evaluation of 
the Jamestown renegades is missing from the historiography which this chapter will address.    
This chapter will explore renegades in depth to try and provide a greater understanding of the 
colonists who decided that life would be better with the natives than with their fellow English 
settleƌs iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ. This ǁill ďe aĐhieǀed fiƌst ďǇ eǆploƌiŶg the defiŶitioŶ of ͚ƌeŶegade͛, 
something that has not been effectively accomplished in other texts on this topic. A number of 
questions will also be answered as effectively as possible through the examination of 
contemporary accounts, letters and records, these will include subjects such as who the 
renegades where, how were they treated, and, what caused them to run away from Jamestown.  
A clear and definitive definition of the word renegade has not been thoroughly achieved 
regarding seventeenth century colonisation in America. Contemporary definitions include words 
such as turncoat, rebel and deserter, however, to fully understand what was meant in 
contemporary writing when the term was used, we need to examine the Jacobian definitions as 
well. From examining uses of words such as renegades, renegado, and renegates in texts from 
this period, we can get a better idea of its contemporary meaning. IŶ EdŵuŶd BoltoŶ͛s The 
Elementa of Armories ;ϭϲϭϬͿ, theƌe is a shoƌt defiŶitioŶ of the ǁoƌd ͚‘eŶegado͛. BoltoŶ ǁas aŶ 
EŶglish poet aŶd histoƌiaŶ ďoƌŶ iŶ ϭϱϳϱ, he Ŷoted that a ƌeŶegado ǁas ͚oŶe that ƌeŶǇes, oƌ 
renounceth the faith, that is (in this receiued seŶse of the ǁoƌdͿ the CH‘I“TIAN faith͛.5 This 
suggests that the word renegade had a religious connection. When looking at early uses of the 
word more broadly during the Jacobean period, it is common for it to have a religious 
connotation, suggesting someone who has abandoned their faith or decided to convert to 
another. In a sermon preached by John Hoskins at Hereford in 1615, we get an idea of how 
renegades were viewed by the church. In the sermon, the question is raised as to what 
punishment a renegade deserves. The answer given, is that although someone who runs away 
from their master should be punished by the whipping post or by the house of correction, for a 
ƌeŶegade this is Ŷot a seǀeƌe eŶough puŶishŵeŶt, ͚Theƌe ŵust ďe Ŷo ǁhippiŶg post foƌ suĐh a 
‘eŶegado͛.6     
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The term renegade was used to describe English colonists who ran away to live amongst the 
Indians, for example, by Edwards Maria Wingfield in his Discourse, written in 1608. Wingfield talks 
of ͚ouƌ ŵeŶ ƌuŶŶagates͛ ǁheŶ desĐƌiďiŶg ŵeŶ ǁho had run away from the colony. Yet, the word 
did not originate in an English or colonial context, but can be traced to 1599 North Africa, where 
the word renegade was an accepted term to describe Britons in North Africa who converted to 
Islam. Richard Hakluyt, a famous Elizabethan and Jacobean writer whose work mainly focused on 
promoting English colonisation, uses the term renegade in this way. In his work, The Principle 
Navigations, it states that a ƌeŶegado ͚is oŶe that fiƌst ǁas a ChƌistiaŶ, aŶd afteƌǁaƌds 
ďeĐoŵŵeth a Tuƌke͛7. Other contemporary texts use the word renegade in connection to 
EŶglishŵeŶ iŶ TuƌkeǇ. IŶ AŶthoŶǇ NiǆoŶ͛s, The three English brothers Sir Thomas Sherley his 
traveps, vvith his three years imprisonment in Turke (1609). There is a chapter on the manners 
and fashions of the Turks. In this chapter, the reader is told that there are two types of Turkes, 
͚the Ŷatuƌal Tuƌke, aŶd the ‘eŶegado͛, the authoƌ theŶ ĐoŶtiŶues ďǇ desĐƌiďiŶg the ͚‘eŶegadoes͛ 
as ďeiŶg ͚ƌougues͛, ͚skuŵ͛ aŶd ͚ǀillaiŶes͛. Once again there is a religious connection used, the 
ƌeŶegades aƌe said to ďe ͚Atheists, ǀŶaďle to liǀe iŶ ChƌisteŶdoŵe, aŶd fled to the Tuƌkes foƌ 
suĐĐouƌ, aŶd ƌeleefe͛.8 The word renegade seems to have had a negative implication no matter 
the context it was used in. It is commonly used as a derogatory word, with the aim of being 
disrespectful and insulting.         
Despite there being a strong connection between the term renegade and religion in the 
seventeenth century, during early English colonisation in America this does not seem to be the 
case. In Jamestown the word renegade does not seem to have such strong religious associations. 
The term seems to have more of a social meaning, the renegades were not turning their backs on 
religion but on English civilitǇ aŶd soĐietǇ.  It Đould ďe aƌgued that the ĐoloŶist͛s ƌeasoŶs foƌ 
abandoning Jamestown were based more on their fear for their own survival, rather than any 
anti-ChƌistiaŶ feeliŶgs theǇ ŵaǇ haǀe had. AŶ alteƌŶatiǀe defiŶitioŶ of the ǁoƌd ƌeŶegade is ͚A 
person who deserts, betrays, or is disloyal to an organization, country, or set of principles; a 
tuƌŶĐoat, a tƌaitoƌ͛.9 This meaning of the word was used during the seventeenth century, and 
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shows that a renegade did not always have to be motivated by religion, and is closer to the 
renegades found at Jamestown in this period.  
Through exploring modern ĐoŶĐeptioŶs of the teƌŵ ͚ƌeŶegade͛, it is Đleaƌ that ColiŶ G. CalloǁaǇ 
comes the closest in giving a definition of what a renegade was in colonial America. As Calloway 
states ͚a ƌeŶegade ǁas soŵeoŶe ǁho aďaŶdoŶed ǁhite soĐietǇ to liǀe ǁith IŶdiaŶs aŶd ǁho ǁas 
pƌepaƌed to fight ǁith theŵ agaiŶst his oǁŶ kiŶd͛. AĐĐoƌdiŶg to CalloǁaǇ the teƌŵ ǁas used 
loosely, and was often applied to men living with Native wives, English captives who chose to stay 
living with native tribes and people of mixed Anglo-Indian parentage.10 This suggests that the 
term renegade may have been used for many different people, in many different situations, 
meaning that there is not one definitive definition. Therefore, to avoid any confusion, I will offer 
my own definition of the term purely on its meaning during the early years of the Jamestown 
settleŵeŶt. DƌaǁiŶg upoŶ CalloǁaǇ͛s ideas, as ǁell as ĐoŶteŵpoƌaƌǇ uses of the ǁoƌd, the teƌŵ 
͚ƌeŶegade͛ ǁill ďe used to desĐƌiďe EŶglish ŵeŶ aŶd ǁoŵeŶ ǁho ƌaŶ aǁaǇ fƌoŵ the ĐoloŶǇ at 
Jamestown to live amongst the Native Americans. They are people who have abandoned their 
fellow countrymen and turned their back on English society in an attempt to improve their 
chances of survival in the New World.   
This definition provides a means by which to explore who precisely were the renegades of 
Jamestown. However, it is worth noting that any analysis of the identification of individuals 
classed as renegades is hindered by a lack of sources on the topic. There are a few reasons for this 
lack of sources, the first being that renegades were seen as a negative problem in Jamestown. If it 
was discovered back in England that men were choosing to run away to live with the natives, who 
were seen as uncivilised savages, rather than in the Christian civilised colony of Jamestown, it 
would have been a disaster for the Virginia Company. Questions would be raised as to why the 
men were leaving, and perhaps Jamestown would have been seen as a failure and investors 
would have backed out of funding the project. This meant that the Virginia Company would not 
have wanted any work published that spoke of the renegades who were leaving the colony. This 
would have been counterproductive to their aim of attracting the interest of potential colonists 
and investors.   
Another reason that may have resulted in the lack of sources on renegades was that the majority 
of accounts that we have on early Jamestown were written by members of the council. They 
would not have wanted to admit that men were choosing to run away under their leadership as it 
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may have suggested that they were incompetent and not suitable to be running the colony. 
Nicholas Canny argues that John Smith did exactly this, and down played the seriousness of the 
problem in his works when it came to runaways during his presidency. Benjamin Woolley 
suggests that the ͚ĐoŶspiƌaĐǇ of sileŶĐe aƌose out of a ĐoŵďiŶatioŶ of eŶǀǇ aŶd ƌeseŶtŵeŶt. 
When they slipped from the settlement, the renegades entered into the feverish imaginations of 
those left ďehiŶd͛.11 This implies that the remaining colonists, not only members of the council, 
would have preferred not to talk about those who left the colony.  
A further factor undermining a clear definition of who the renegades actually were, is that a large 
number of records no longer exist. This loss of information hinders our research into early 
Jamestown. Indeed, as Susan Kingsbury points out, it is thought that if the papers of the private 
plantations and other records were added to the already absent documents, that the number of 
missing records would be very great.12 The large number of missing documents before 1619 has 
led some to believe that the crown may have ordered the destruction of the records in an 
attempt to hide the mismanagement and poor conditions in the colony between 1607 and 
1619.13 Conservators point to the impact that the continual conflict with the Native Americans 
had on the preservation of original documents. It is also shocking that any records survive 
considering that the palisade fort and the church where the Jamestown records of the Virginia 
Company were held was burnt down several times during the seventeenth century.14 Knowledge 
of renegades exists on account of the men who either returned to Jamestown and were accepted 
back into the colony, or were brought back to be punished. We still do not know much about the 
renegades at Jamestown, for example how many renegades ran away and never returned, or 
what would have happened to them once that had been accepted into a native tribe, purely 
because these records do not exist.  
Although it is difficult to find detailed information about the people who decided to turn 
renegade and run away to live within the local native tribes, there are a few common traits that 
seem to appear. The contemporary sources that we have from the early years of Jamestown 
usually only give brief mentions of the people who chose to abandon the colony, usually they are 
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not named at all, but sometimes a surname or full name is given of an individual. By using these 
names, we can get an idea of the people who decided that life with the Native Americans was 
better than life at Jamestown. What we do learn is that most of the renegades who were 
mentioned by name in sources seem to be of lower social order, either labourers, sailors or 
soldiers. There is also a lack of women recorded as renegades, but this could be caused by the 
low numbers of women at Jamestown during its first few years. There was no serious effort to 
recruit female colonists before 1620. However this information needs to be viewed with caution, 
as we only have material regarding renegades from a small number of contemporary sources. The 
men who wrote these accounts were usually members of the council at Jamestown and we do 
not know what their motives would have been behind recording this information. 
By looking at the colonists that have been named as renegades in these sources individually, we 
can get a better idea of the positions that they would have held at Jamestown, and the reasons 
why they decided to leave the colony. Not all of the people recorded can be examined in detail as 
in some cases there is not enough information, however there are a few where enough sources 
can be found, these include William White, Robert Markham, and a group of renegades referred 
to as ͚DutĐhŵeŶ͛.  
William White was a colonist who arrived in Virginia on the first charter in 1607, he is recorded by 
Smith as being a labourer in a list of the first planters to arrive at Jamestown.15 He quickly slipped 
away to live with the Natives at Quiyoughcahannock, which was the centre of native religion 
aloŶg the Jaŵes ‘iǀeƌ. Details aďout White͛s life as a ƌeŶegade eǆist as he ƌetuƌŶed to the ĐoloŶǇ, 
and recorded his experiences. Fƌoŵ his ǁƌitiŶg ǁe get aŶ iŶsight iŶto the PoǁhataŶ tƌiďe͛s ǁaǇs 
of life, suĐh as ͚theiƌ ĐeƌeŵoŶies of hoŶoƌiŶg the “uŶŶe͛. White Đlaiŵed that iŶ the ŵoƌŶiŶg 
before the sun rose, the men, women and children go to the water and wash. When the sun came 
up, they would make sacrifices to it, by spreading tobacco on the land and water, and repeating 
this ritual at sunset. However we can also see some of the misconceptions that the English had 
toǁaƌds the Ŷatiǀes, foƌ eǆaŵple White ǁƌites that ͚IŶ soŵe paƌt of the Countrey they haue 
ǇeaƌelǇ a saĐƌifiĐe of ĐhildƌeŶ͛. He ƌeĐoƌds hoǁ he ǁitŶessed ďoǇs ďeiŶg ͚Đast oŶ a heape iŶ a 
ValleǇ, as dead͛, ďut it is though that White ŵisuŶdeƌstood ǁhat he ǁitŶessed aŶd iŶ ƌealitǇ the 
children were taking part in a ceremony and were unharmed.16      
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Fƌoŵ White͛s ǁƌitiŶg ǁe also disĐoǀeƌ the ƌeasoŶ foƌ his ƌetuƌŶ to JaŵestoǁŶ, he ƌepoƌts 
witnessing a fellow English colonist being captured and gruesomely executed by the natives that 
he was living with. The colonist who was captured by the tribe was George Casson, one of three 
Cassons who would have travelled to Jamestown with White in 1607. Casson was brought before 
the tƌiďe, aŶd White ƌeĐoƌds that he ǁas ͚stƌipped Ŷaked, aŶd ďouŶd to tǁo stakes͛, aŶd that theǇ 
theŶ ͚ƌippe hiŵ aŶd ďuƌŶe his ďoǁels, aŶd dƌied his flesh to the ďoŶes͛.17 It is not surprising that 
seeing the brutal execution of a man who White had spent a long period of time alongside on the 
voyage over from England would make him want to return to Jamestown. Usually the punishment 
for being a renegade was severe, however at the time that White returned to the colony, it was in 
such a dire state that the council were too weak to punish him, and believed that his knowledge 
of native customs and ways of life would be helpful foƌ the ĐoloŶǇ͛s suƌǀiǀal.   
Robert Marcum was another Jamestown colonist who also became a renegade, he embraced 
Natiǀe life so eŶtiƌelǇ that he ĐhaŶged his Ŷaŵe to a Ŷatiǀe oŶe, ͚Moutapass͛. IŶ ĐoŶtƌast to 
scholars such as Nicholas Canny who suggest that Marcum turned renegade in 1616, my research 
suggests that Robert Marcum turned renegade much earlier.18 From a source written by a 
geŶtleŵaŶ of the ĐoloŶǇ, thought to ďe CaptaiŶ Gaďƌiel AƌĐheƌ iŶ ϭϲϬϳ, ͚‘oďeƌt Maƌkhuŵ͛ ǁeŶt 
on an expedition with Captain Chƌistopheƌ Neǁpoƌt oŶ a ͚DisĐoǀeƌǇ of ouƌ ‘iǀeƌ͛. The aĐĐouŶt 
states that ͚CaptaiŶ Neǁpoƌt ;haǀiŶg fitted ouƌ shallup ǁith pƌoǀisioŶs aŶd all ŶeĐessaƌǇes 
ďeloŶgiŶg to a disĐoǀeƌǇͿ took ϱ. geŶtleŵeŶ. ϰ. MaƌǇŶeƌs. aŶd. ϭϰ. “aǇlouƌs͛. MaƌĐuŵ is ƌeĐoƌded 
as beiŶg oŶe of the fouƌteeŶ ͚saǇlouƌs͛, ǁhiĐh tells us that he ǁas of a loǁeƌ oƌdeƌ iŶ 
Jamestown.19 It is believed that none of the fourteen sailors who appeared on this list returned to 
Virginia. Although we cannot know for sure what the outcome was for these men, the sparsity of 
evidence is equally revealing. We can surmise that they either died on their journey, were 
captured by the natives against their will, became renegades or ran away to another location 
other than a native tribe. However, the fact we know that Marcum became a renegade and chose 
to live amongst the natives makes it believable that some of the other fourteen men might have 
done the same. Evidence clearly suggests that Marcum turned renegade during this expedition in 
1607, as none of the men returned to Jamestown. A later source written by John Smith also 
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ŵeŶtioŶs that ‘oďeƌt MaƌĐuŵ, ǁho iŶ this teǆt is ƌefeƌƌed to ďǇ the Ŷaŵe ͚Moutapass͛, ďǇ ϭϲϮϭ 
had speŶt fiǀe Ǉeaƌs liǀiŶg aŵoŶgst ͚the ŶoƌtheƌlǇ ŶatioŶs͛.20  
Captain John Smith and a number of other contemporary documenters talk about a group of four 
ŵeŶ theǇ ƌefeƌ to as ͚DutĐhŵeŶ͛, these ŵeŶ ǁeƌe seŶt to ďuild aŶ EŶglish stǇle house foƌ 
Powhatan and quickly decided that they had a better chance of survival if they stayed with the 
natives. Smith states that to gaiŶ PoǁhataŶ͛s faǀouƌ, theǇ ͚ƌeuealed to hiŵ as ŵuĐh as theǇ kŶeǁ 
of ouƌ estates aŶd pƌoieĐts͛, theǇ also stole ǁeapoŶs aŶd tools fƌoŵ the ĐoloŶǇ aŶd taught 
Powhatan how they should be used. In return for their services, the Dutchmen were allowed to 
live with the Natives and to be free from any miseries that may fall upon the Jamestown colony. 
Once it was realised that the Dutchmen were stealing from the colony, a man named William 
Volda ǁas seŶt ͚ǁith paƌdoŶs aŶd pƌoŵises to ƌegaiŶ theŵ͛.21   
It is thought that John Smith tried to avoid talking about the renegades who left Jamestown 
under his presidency, as he thought it shone a negative light on his leadership. However, it is 
possible that he was willing to talk about the desertion of these Dutchmen, as they were not 
English and therefore would not have been expected to be as loyal to England and the Virginia 
Company. Nevertheless, Smith in his discussion of the Dutchmen mentions another English 
colonist by name who turned renegade. Smith talks of seŶdiŶg Volda to ͚ƌeĐlaiŵ the DutĐhŵeŶ, 
aŶd oŶe BeŶtleǇ aŶ otheƌ fugitue͛, suggestiŶg that a ĐoloŶist Đalled BeŶtleǇ ǁas also liǀiŶg ǁith 
the Natives.22 Eaƌlieƌ iŶ “ŵith͛s Travels and Works, there is a record of a journey to Pamavnke on 
the 29 December 1608, and a list of men who went. Amongst these colonists is a man named 
William Bentley, although we cannot be certain, it is likely that this is the same Bentley who was 
ƌefeƌƌed to as a fugitiǀe. BeŶtleǇ is listed uŶdeƌ the title of ͚“ould͛, ŵeaŶing that yet again, 
another of the renegades was a member of the lower order in Jamestown.23  
By looking at the kind of men and women that were being sent as colonists to Virginia, it is 
possible to understand why so many renegades seem to be of the lower social orders in the early 
years of Jamestown. A letter from the Council of Virginia to the Mayor of London in 1609, 
provides details of the type of men and women who were being chosen for English expansion in 
AŵeƌiĐa. IŶ the letteƌ, the ViƌgiŶia CouŶĐil suggests that the MaǇoƌ ͚ease the ĐitǇ aŶd suďuƌďs͛ of 
LoŶdoŶ ďǇ seŶdiŶg the ͚uŶŶeĐessaƌǇ iŶŵates͛ ǁho ǁeƌe a ͚ĐoŶtǇŶual Đause of deaƌth ďad faŵiŶe, 
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aŶd the ǀeƌǇ oƌigiŶal Đause of all the Plagues that happeŶ iŶ this KiŶgdoŵe͛ to JaŵestoǁŶ. These 
men and women were being forced to leave their homes in England to be sent to a foreign land, 
more than likelǇ agaiŶst theiƌ ǁill, all ďeĐause a feǁ geŶtleŵeŶ ďelieǀed it to ďe ͚pleasiŶg to God 
aŶd happǇ foƌ the CoŵoŶ Wealth͛.24 It is not surprising therefore that there was a lack of loyalty 
amongst these people towards the colony at Jamestown and the men who ran it.  
Nabil Matar suggests another reason for there being a higher proportion of colonists from the 
lower social orders becoming renegades. He argues that European aristocracy were more likely to 
fashioŶ theŵselǀes agaiŶst ͚the Otheƌ͛ ;the Otheƌ iŶ this case being the Native Americans), 
ǁheƌeas, those of the loǁeƌ oƌdeƌs ǁeƌe ŵoƌe ǁilliŶg to tƌaŶsfoƌŵ theŵselǀes iŶto ͚the Otheƌ͛.25 
There was less of a cultural divide between the labourers and sailors who were sent to 
Jamestown and the people of the local tribes, meaning that it was less of a cultural jump for them 
to accept life in the native community. Also, the settlers of lower classes who were sent to 
Jamestown had less to gain than the gentlemen and aristocracy in America. Therefore, their main 
focus would have been on their personal survival, not gaining power or wealth, which may have 
meant that they would have abandoned the colony without much deliberation during times of 
famine and disease. Life with the Natives would have also granted these men freedom that they 
may have never experienced before living under the constraints of the English state.   
Colin Calloway puts forward the idea that renegades were viewed by fellow colonists as the 
epitome of evil and as having committed the ultimate act of betrayal in his assessment of white 
renegades on the American Indian frontier.26 Contemporary writing from those at Jamestown 
tells us that some renegades that returned to the colony were treated in such a way that would 
suggest that this was true. As mentioned in the previous chapter, Sir Thomas Dale arrived at 
Jamestown in 1611, and introduced a set of strict laws called the Lawes, Divine, Morall and 
Martiall. One of these laws was introduced to prevent renegades running away from the colony, 
it stated that, ͚No ŵaŶ oƌ ǁoŵaŶ ;upoŶ paiŶe of deathͿ shall ƌuŶŶe aǁaǇ fƌoŵ the ColoŶie, to 
PoǁhataŶ, oƌ aŶǇ sauage WeƌoaŶĐe else ǁhatsoeǀeƌ͛.27 Dale was true to his word when it came 
to puŶishiŶg ƌeŶegades, Geoƌge PeƌĐǇ ƌepoƌts Dale͛s tƌeatŵeŶt of ĐoloŶists that he Đaptured who 
had ƌaŶ aǁaǇ to liǀe ǁith the Ŷatiǀes. He used seǀeƌe ŵethods to eǆeĐute these ƌuŶaǁaǇs, ͚“oŵe 
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he apointed to be hanged Some burned Some to be broken upon wheles, others to be staked and 
soŵe to ďe shott to deathe͛. The ƌeasoŶ foƌ these eǆtƌeŵe aŶd cruel measures according to Percy 
ǁas to pƌeǀeŶt otheƌs fƌoŵ ͚AtteŵpteiŶge the LǇke͛.28  
In a source by another colonist, Ralph Hamor, we can see how these strict laws brought fear to 
settlers who had turned renegade. Hamor records the incident of Pocahontas͛s kidŶappiŶg iŶ 
ϭϲϭϯ, aŶd hoǁ she ǁould Ŷot ďe ƌetuƌŶed to heƌ fatheƌ uŶless he ǁould ͚ƌaŶsoŵ heƌ ǁith ouƌ 
ŵeŶ, sǁoƌds, pieĐes, aŶd otheƌ tools tƌeaĐheƌouslǇ takeŶ͛. At this tiŵe PoǁhataŶ ǁas ƌeĐoƌded 
as harbouring eight renegades from Jamestown that they wanted returned to them. After three 
months Powhatan returned seven of these men, however when the first opportunity arose they 
ran away from their fellow colonists to return to the natives. When Powhatan was asked about 
the missing men, it was discoveƌed that the ͚EŶglishŵeŶ latelǇ ǁith hiŵ, feaƌful to ďe put to 
death ďǇ us, ǁeƌe ƌuŶ aǁaǇ͛.29 This suggest that the men knew that if they were to return to 
Jamestown they would be severely punished for their crimes, and that a life with the natives was 
preferable to returning to the colony and facing the consequences of their actions.    
However, renegades were not always treated in such extreme ways. Evidence suggest that not all 
renegades were punished when they returned to their fellow English colonists at Jamestown. As 
already mentioned, William White was not punished when he returned to Jamestown. But there 
seeŵs to ďe otheƌ Đases of leŶieŶĐǇ toǁaƌds ƌeŶegades lateƌ oŶ iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ͛s histoƌǇ. OŶe 
ƌeĐoƌd that ĐaŶ ďe fouŶd iŶ the ViƌgiŶia CoŵpaŶǇ͛s doĐuŵeŶts shows how two renegades, 
George White and Henry Potter, who returned in 1617 were excused for their crimes. It states 
that oŶe ͚Geo. White paƌdoŶed foƌ ƌuŶŶiŶg aǁaǇ to Ǉe IŶdiaŶs ǁith his aƌŵs & aŵŵuŶitioŶ ǁhiĐh 
facts deserve death according to ye express aƌtiĐles & laǁs of this ColoŶǇ͛ aŶd hoǁ Potteƌ ǁas 
also paƌdoŶed foƌ ͚“tealiŶg a Calf & ƌuŶŶiŶg to IŶdiaŶs͛.30 It is not clear why these men were 
pardoned for their crimes, when earlier renegades were sentenced so harshly, and the source 
refers to the colonies laws. Perhaps by 1617, the reports of the extreme laws and punishments 
being practiced in the New World were causing such negative criticism that they had to be seen 
to be lenient.   
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Renegades were not the only group at Jamestown to be viewed negatively and treated poorly by 
their fellow colonists. A few young boys were sent to live with the Native Americans for the 
purpose of learning the language and becoming interpreters and intermediaries. Three main boys 
were recorded as being interpreters during the first few years of the colony; they were Thomas 
“aǀage, HeŶƌǇ “pelŵaŶ aŶd ‘oďeƌt Poole. JohŶ “ŵith ƌeĐoƌds hoǁ oŶ Thoŵas “aǀage͛s aƌƌiǀal to 
JaŵestoǁŶ he ǁas sooŶ haŶded to the Ŷatiǀes. As “ŵith Ŷoted, ͚a ďoǇ Ŷaŵed “aǀage ǁas theŶ 
given unto Powhatan͛.31  These children were accepted into the local tribes, but due to the 
amount of time they spent with the natives, they faced in turn hostility and mistrust from their 
fellow Englishmen. It was thought that they would be easily manipulated, and would have divided 
loyalties. These boys were viewed negatively due to their connections and friendship with the 
Native Americans in Virginia. An example of this can be found in the records of the Virginia 
Company, where one of the young boys, Henry Spelman, was put on trial at Jamestown in August 
ϭϲϭϵ. He ǁas Đhaƌged ǁith talkiŶg ǀeƌǇ ͚uŶƌeǀeƌeŶtlǇ aŶd ŵaliĐiouslǇ͛ aďout the GoǀeƌŶoƌ of 
JaŵestoǁŶ to OpoĐhaŶĐaŶo, a paƌaŵouŶt Ŷatiǀe Đhief ǁho is thought to haǀe ďeeŶ PoǁhataŶ͛s 
younger brother, and by doing so compromisiŶg the goǀeƌŶoƌs aŶd the ĐoloŶǇ͛s ͚hoŶouƌ aŶd 
digŶitǇ͛. Foƌ this Đƌiŵe, his puŶishŵeŶt ǁas to peƌfoƌŵ seǀeŶ Ǉeaƌs͛ seƌǀiĐe to the ĐoloŶǇ ďǇ ďeiŶg 
the Governors interpreter. Despite this being a far less severe punishment than was given to 
renegedes, Spelman was still being punished for his involvement with the local natives. During 
this tƌial he ǁas said to haǀe ďeeŶ ͚oŶe that has iŶ hiŵ ŵoƌe of the “aǀage theŶ of the ChƌistiaŶ͛, 
which echoes the views that were held towards the renegades who abandoned the colony to live 
as savages.32  
In identifying some of the renegades of Jamestown, it is possible to explore now the motives 
behind their decision to abandon the colony in favour of native life. In turn, this sheds further 
light on life at Jamestown in its early years. Martin H. Quitt argues that colonists turned renegade 
on account of the desperate need for food from the natives; a shortage of English women; 
disease and sickness in Jamestown; that there was a native numerical predominance; and lastly 
the unstable leadership within the colony.33 Most of these reasons were caused by issues within 
Jamestown, many of which have been explored in the previous chapter.  
                                                          
31 Philip L. Barbour (ed.). The Complete Work of Captain John Smith (1580-1631): In three Volumes (London: 
Univ. of North Carolina Press, 1986), p.156.  
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Bernard Sheehan explores the argument that it was conditions at Jamestown that resulted in 
discontented colonists who decided to turn renegade. He states that as soon as food began to run 
out, ŵaŶǇ settleƌs deseƌted the ĐoloŶǇ aŶd ďegaŶ to ͚dƌift͛ toǁaƌds the loĐal Ŷatiǀe tƌiďes. He also 
points out that the numbers fluctuated with the conditions in the ĐoloŶǇ, suĐh as the ͚health aŶd 
tƌaŶƋuillitǇ͛. This iŶdiĐates that it ǁas the pooƌ ĐoŶditioŶs at JaŵestoǁŶ that led to ƌeŶegades, as 
we see an increase in the number of runaways during periods of distress in the colony. He finishes 
by describing life in JaŵestoǁŶ as ďeiŶg a ͚disŵal eǆisteŶĐe͛.34 Yet, it can also be argued that the 
attractiveness of native culture was also a factor.  
When reading contemporary accounts of life in Jamestown, it seems that there is a positive 
correlation between poor leadership, and the number of renegades running away from the 
colony. Leadership issues led to an increase in the migration of settlers to the local tribes. The 
president that seems to have had the most recorded renegades during his leadership is Sir 
Thomas Dale. George Percy records a time when many colonists decided to turn renegade during 
Dale͛s leadeƌship. Due to a Ŷuŵďeƌ of skiƌŵishes ǁith the Ŷatiǀes, Dale oƌdeƌed the ďuildiŶg of a 
foƌt, ǁhiĐh ǁas to ďe Ŷaŵed ͚HeŶeƌiĐas foaƌte͛ iŶ hoŶouƌ of PƌiŶĐe HeŶƌǇ. The Ŷatives tried to 
prevent the fort from being built and attacked the workers by shooting arrows into the 
foƌtifiĐatioŶ ǁhiĐh ǁouŶded aŶd killed a Ŷuŵďeƌ of ŵeŶ. PeƌĐǇ͛s aĐĐouŶt states that ďefoƌe the 
foƌt ǁas fiŶished ͚dǇǀƌs of his [Dale͛s] ŵeŶ ďeiŶge Idile and not willing to take paynes did Runne 
AǁaǇ uŶto the IŶdǇaŶs͛.35 Although there seems to be a large number of renegades during this 
periods, it does not necessarily mean that there were not a large number of settlers leaving the 
colony when there were other leaders in control. We are just lucky enough to have sources that 
giǀe eǆaŵples of ƌeŶegades duƌiŶg Dale͛s leadeƌship, ǁheƌe souƌĐes aďout ƌeŶegades ŵight ďe 
lacking or not exist from other periods of leadership.  
Daǀid D. “ŵits suggest that ͚to EŶglish males deprived of sexual gratification, Powhatan women 
ǁeƌe taŶtaliziŶg if daŶgeƌous iŶduĐeŵeŶts to ǀisit oƌ dǁell iŶ IŶdiaŶ toǁŶs͛.36 The lack of women 
at Jamestown would have meant that life in a native tribe, where there would have been many 
young women, would have been very appealing to the men at Jamestown. A letter from the 
Spanish ambassador, Zuniga to King Philip III, talks of English men marrying Native women. Zuniga 
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informs the king that he had heard from a reliable friend that some of the English in Jamestown 
had ŵaƌƌied saǀage ǁoŵeŶ, ͚theƌe aƌe alƌeadǇ ϰϬ oƌ ϱϬ thus ŵaƌƌied͛.37 This source needs to be 
viewed with caution, as the Spanish were against English expansion in America so would not have 
been against spreading negative rumours about the English colonists in Virginia. However, later 
on more women were sent to Jamestown as brides for the English colonists. For example in 1619 
there is a record in the colonial state papers of the number of people sent out to Virginia and for 
what purpose. In this ƌeĐoƌd it states that ŶiŶetǇ ǇouŶg ŵaids ǁeƌe seŶt to ͚ŵake ǁiǀes foƌ so 
ŵaŶǇ of the foƌŵeƌ teŶaŶts͛.38 Yet there are still records of men who decided that life would be 
better as a renegade, even with the increase of available women in the colony.   
English colonists who ran away to live with neighbouring tribes were not always accepted, when 
the Natives and Jamestown colonists were on peaceful terms it was common for runaways to be 
returned to the colony. The tribe would use the white colonist for menial work and then send 
them back for punishment. There are a number of contemporary accounts that support this, 
Edward Maria Wingfield comments on how in September 1607 the Paspaheigh tribe sent back a 
boy who had run from the colony as a sign of peace.39 A similar story is told later by John Smith in 
his Complete Works. He tells the ƌeadeƌ that the Natiǀes ǁeƌe glad of aŶ oppoƌtuŶitǇ to ͚testifie 
theiƌ loǀe uŶto us͛, aŶd ǁheŶ EŶglishŵeŶ ƌaŶ aǁaǇ to theŵ, theǇ ǁould tell theŵ that ͚ǁho 
would not work must not eat, till they were neere starved indeede, continually threatening to 
ďeate theŵ to death͛, uŶtil theǇ ƌetuƌŶed theŵ to JaŵestoǁŶ foƌ puŶishŵeŶt.40 This supports the 
argument that it was the poor conditions at Jamestown that led colonists to become renegades, 
and not the pull of Indian society. If there was a chance that they would not be accepted into a 
tribe and would be returned to face the death sentence, it is more likely that they would be 
running away for their survival.    
From exploring renegades in Jamestown, it becomes clear that despite being largely overlooked, 
they had a large influence on the colony and its relationship with local tribes. Although some 
argue that it was the pull of the native culture and way of life that drew men and women to 
become renegades, this chapter has shown that cultural factors would have only been a small 
motivation, if any at all. From examining the conditions that English settlers were forced to live in, 
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and the punishments they would have faced if caught, it seems clear that their main motive for 
leaving the colony would have been for their own survival, and to escape from the misery and 
famine at Jamestown. The next chapter will strengthen this argument by looking at colonists who 
ran away to other locations during the early years of Jamestown, showing that it was not only the 
attractiveness of the natives that caused them to abandon the colony.  
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Chapter Four – Rebellion and Discontent  
 
In a letter written in 1611 by Sir Thomas Dale, the deputy governor of the colony, he describes 
ŵeŵďeƌs of the ĐoloŶǇ as ďeiŶg ͚so pƌofaŶe, so ƌiotous, so full of ŵutiŶǇ aŶd tƌeasoŶaďle 
iŶteŶdŵeŶts͛.1 CleaƌlǇ, Dale͛s aĐĐouŶt ƌeǀeals that high leǀels of disĐoŶteŶt aŶd ƌeďellioŶ eǆisted 
amongst the colonists iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ͛s eaƌlǇ Ǉeaƌs. The ĐoloŶists did Ŷot oŶlǇ ƌespoŶd to the pooƌ 
conditions by turning renegade, some people used different methods to rebel against their 
leaders and to run away from the misery that they were living in. From thoroughly examining 
contemporary documents, we can see how colonists objected to life in Jamestown, mutinied 
against their leaders and ran away from America all together.  
IŶ NiĐholas CaŶŶǇ͛s eǆploƌatioŶ of ƌeďellioŶ iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ, he ƌefeƌs to the ĐoloŶǇ͛s first years as 
͚eǆĐeptioŶallǇ tuƌďuleŶt͛2. CaŶŶǇ aƌgues that the ĐoloŶǇ͛s failuƌes steŵŵed fƌoŵ the inability of 
the organisers of the expedition to maintain control over those that they were sending to 
Virginia.3 He also believes that it was the type of people that were being sent out to the New 
World, and the fact that many were ignorant or misinformed about life in Jamestown which led 
many to quickly act out against authority and the harsh laws of the colony.4 The Virginia Company 
were unable to keep order over the large numbers of disgruntled English colonists thousands of 
miles away in Virginia, especially with the disjointed leadership we see in the early years of the 
colony. Virginia Bernhard suggests that although a large amount of discord was caused by 
personal and political differences, evidence indicates that the distribution of food was a crucial 
cause of discontent and rebellion within Jamestown.5 The lack of a sufficient amount of food from 
the offset ŵeaŶt that food plaǇed a sigŶifiĐaŶt ƌole iŶ eǀeƌǇ ĐoloŶist͛s daily life, making it 
unsurprising that it was a source of tension during the early years of the colony.  
This chapter will explore rebellion and the different ways in which the Jamestown colonists 
showed their displeasure at life in Virginia. Firstly, by looking at the ways in which the settlers 
rebelled within the colony, then it will examine how and why a number of colonists attempted to 
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escape Jamestown by any means possible. This will help to strengthen the argument that it was 
not purely the pull of Native culture that caused men to abandon the Jamestown colony, but the 
poor conditions that they were forced to endure. A comparison will also be made between the 
Jamestown colonists and those shipwrecked on the Bermuda islands in 1609 to try and establish 
why English colonists turned so easily to rebellion and mutiny in the New World.  
From looking first at acts of revolt within the Jamestown colony, we can see that turning 
renegade was not the only act of rebellion that the English colonists turned to. They expressed 
their discontent in a number of other ways. Some believe that the colonists disinterest in 
peƌfoƌŵiŶg ŶeĐessaƌǇ ŵaŶual laďouƌ ǁas aŶ aĐt of ƌeďellioŶ. CaŶŶǇ aƌgues that the ĐoloŶist͛s 
refusal to work was their way of showing their discontent and objection to life within the colony.6 
As explored in chapter two, from very early on colonists did not perform tasks that were 
necessary to keep them alive, such as planting crops and building sufficient shelters. This is 
documented by the Jacobean writer John Chamberlain in a letter to his friend Dudley Carleton in 
ϭϲϭϮ. ChaŵďeƌlaiŶ states that the ĐoloŶists ǁeƌe ŵoƌe ǁilliŶg to ͚die aŶd staƌǀe theŶ ďe ďƌought 
to aŶǇ laďoƌ͛, hoǁeǀeƌ it is uŶlikelǇ that suĐh a laƌge Ŷuŵďeƌ of ŵeŶ aŶd ǁoŵeŶ ǁould ƌisk their 
lives purely to express their discontent to the ĐoloŶǇ͛s leaders.7 As we have already explored, the 
idea that the colonists were experiencing severe depression and health issues which prevented 
them from working seems more believable. Canny also explores the idea that many colonists 
turned to alcohol as a form of rebellion. Colonists would drink to drown their sorrows, and make 
the conditions at Jamestown more bearable, which was frowned upon by the leaders of the 
colony. The alcohol was purchased from sailors who visited Virginia with supplies and for the 
purpose of trade. 8   
There was a large amount of unrest and rebellion in the colony when the third supply of settlers 
arrived in Jamestown in 1609. The new colonists were not pleased with being governed by 
Captain John Smith, and led by a number of gentlemen including Sir Thomas West, Lord de la 
Warre, Sir Thomas Gates and Sir George Somers, they opposed his leadership. It is recorded in 
JohŶ “ŵith͛s General History that although theǇ ƌeĐeiǀed the Ŷeǁ aƌƌiǀals as ͚ouƌ ĐouŶtƌǇŵeŶ aŶd 
friends, they did what they could to murther ouƌ pƌesideŶt͛, it is also stated that theǇ atteŵpted 
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to ƌaid the food stoƌe aŶd ͚usuƌp the goǀeƌŶŵeŶt aŶd ŵake us all theiƌ seƌǀaŶts͛.9 Evidence 
suggests that oppositioŶ to “ŵith͛s authoƌitǇ fƌoŵ the aƌistoĐƌaĐǇ at JaŵestoǁŶ ǁas due to his 
lower ranking status as the son of a farmer. Rebellion against Smith did not stop there, arguably 
the accident that led to his return to England was no accident at all. Captain Smith was severely 
injured while he was outside of the Jamestown settlement dealing with some local natives. It is 
ƌeĐoƌded that ǁhile he ǁas sleepiŶg iŶ his ďoat, ͚aĐĐideŶtallǇ soŵeoŶe fiƌed his poǁdeƌ ďag, 
ǁhiĐh toƌe the flesh fƌoŵ his ďodǇ aŶd thigh ŶiŶe oƌ teŶ iŶĐhes sƋuaƌe.͛ The iŶjuƌǇ ǁas so haƌsh 
that “ŵith ǁas foƌĐed to juŵp oǀeƌďoaƌd to ͚Ƌuench the tormenting fire frying him in his 
Đlothes͛.10 It ǁas thought that peƌhaps “ŵith͛s iŶjuƌies ǁeƌe Ŷot Đaused ͚aĐĐideŶtallǇ͛, ďut ƌatheƌ 
were part of a plan to kill the Captain while he slept. The mutinous colonists had achieved their 
aim, Smith was forced to return to England and give up his presidency of Jamestown. Smith left 
Captain George Percy as President of the colony, and when the ship carrying Smith sailed away 
from Virginia in September 1609, the mutinous feelings in the colony subsided for the meantime.           
As examined, a number of men chose to become renegades rather than live in Jamestown. 
However, colonists did not only abandon Jamestown by running away to live with Native 
Americans, they also ran to other locations in the New World. Some men thought that running 
away to live with the Spanish would be better than continuing to live at Jamestown. In 1611, John 
“ŵith ƌeĐoƌds that fiǀe ŵeŶ, tǁo of ǁhiĐh he Ŷaŵes as ͚Cole aŶd KitĐhiŶs͛, tƌied to ƌuŶ aǁaǇ to a 
location where it was known that the Spanish were staying. Smith stated that the men headed for 
͚OĐaŶahoǁaŶ, fiue daies iouƌŶeǇ fƌoŵ ǀs, ǁheƌe theǇ ƌepoƌt aƌe “paŶiaƌds iŶhaďitiŶg͛. Hoǁeǀeƌ, 
these men never made it to the Spanish camp as they were caught by Native Americans, who had 
ďeeŶ hiƌed ďǇ the EŶglish to fiŶd theŵ aŶd ƌetuƌŶ theŵ to the ĐoloŶǇ so theǇ Đould ͚ƌeĐeiue theiƌ 
deseƌts͛.11 This shows that although the Native American culture might have been attractive and 
alluring to some members of the Jamestown colony, it was not the only reason for the high levels 
of desertion. It seems that many colonists took any opportunity that arose to escape the horrors 
of daily life in Jamestown, and some even wanted to escape the New World all together.  
In a True Declaration, a text published by the Virginia Company in 1610, it is detailed how a 
Ŷuŵďeƌ of ĐoloŶists ƌaŶ aǁaǇ to ďeĐoŵe piƌates. Ϯϴ oƌ ϯϬ ŵeŵďeƌs of the ĐoloŶǇ ͚ĐoŶspiƌed 
togetheƌ͛ to steal a ship full of supplies oďtaiŶed fƌoŵ the Ŷatiǀes. Theiƌ iŶteŶtioŶ ǁas to leaǀe 
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Virginia aŶd ͚to ďe pƌofessed piƌates, ǁith dƌeaŵes of ŵouŶtaiŶs of gold, aŶd happǇ ƌoďďeƌies͛. 
The author of the text made a point of continually mentioning how by leaving Jamestown they 
had ͚foƌsooke the ĐoloŶǇ͛ aŶd ͚ǁƌoŶged the hopes, aŶd suďǀeƌted the Đaƌes of the ColoŶǇ͛.12 It 
could be suggested that the Virginia Company were perhaps trying to paint the escaped colonists 
in a negative light to try and avoid attention themselves. By claiming that the colonists that ran 
had done so for selfish reasons and personal gain, it might not be noticed that it was in actual 
fact, most likely the horrific conditions in the Jamestown colony that forced them to flee.  
There are a number of recorded incidents of Jamestown settlers being caught trying to abandon 
the colony and return home to England. This shows that conditions at Jamestown were so dismal 
that colonists believed that their only chance of survival was to escape America. For example 
Geoƌge PeƌĐǇ doĐuŵeŶts iŶ ͚A Tƌeǁe ‘elaĐǇoŶ͛ hoǁ a Ŷuŵďeƌ of ĐoloŶists plotted to ƌuŶ away 
with a bark from Jamestown. However, their conspiracy was discovered and they were severally 
punished. One of the conspirators was even sentenced by marshal law to be executed. This shows 
that like renegadism, any plots to try and abandon the colony would not be tolerated, and those 
discovered would be harshly punished by the leaders of the colony. Percy gives an account of the 
eǆeĐutioŶ, as he ďelieǀed it to ďe ͚stƌaŶge AŶd seldoŵe heaƌd of͛.13 When the unnamed 
ĐoŶspiƌatoƌ ǁas haŶged, the ͚‘oape did ďƌeake aŶd he fell upoŶ the gƌoǁŶde͛.14 Because of this, 
he was pardoned of his crimes, nevertheless, he died from the injuries he sustained during the fall 
shortly after.  
There are a few cases where groups of settlers successfully returned home to England. During the 
Starving Time, a group of about thirty six colonists, led by Captain Weste, were sent by George 
Percy to Potomack to trade for maize and grain. These men used violent methods to retrieve 
supplies from the natives, then instead of returning the food that they had collected to 
Jamestown, they abandoned their fellow colonists. The men filled a pinnace with supplies then 
͚hoǇsed upp “aǇles aŶd shaped theiƌ Đouƌse diƌeĐtlǇ foƌ EŶglaŶd͛, leaǀiŶg the staƌǀiŶg ĐoloŶists 
ďaĐk oŶ the settleŵeŶt iŶ ͚ŵiseƌǇ aŶd ǁaŶte͛.15 Later in 1612, there is also a record of colonists 
travelling back to England without permission. In the domestic state papers there is a letter by 
John Chamberlain that records how ten men who had been sent to fish stole a large amount of 
                                                          
12 ͚Tƌue DeĐlaƌatioŶ of the estate of the ColoŶie ;ϭϲϭϬͿ͛ iŶ Peteƌ FoƌĐe ;ed.Ϳ, Tracts and Other Papers … 
(Washington: WM. Q. Force, 1844), pp. 15-16.  
13 George Percy, ͞A Tƌeǁe ‘elaĐǇoŶ of the PƌoĐedeiŶgs aŶd OĐĐuƌƌeŶtes of MoŵeŶte ǁĐh haǀe hapŶed iŶ 
ViƌgiŶia fƌoŵ … ϭϲϬϵ uŶtil … ϭϲϭϮ͟. Tyler’s Quarterly Historical aŶd GeŶealogical Magazine, 3 (1921-22), p. 
273. 
14 Ibid, p. 273. 
15 Ibid, p. 266.  
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supplies aŶd gaǀe ͚theŵ the slip aŶd ƌuŶ aǁaǇ͛. WheŶ theǇ aƌƌiǀed ďaĐk iŶ EŶglaŶd theǇ spƌead ͚ill 
ƌepoƌt͛ of JaŵestoǁŶ aŶd the ĐoloŶǇ. The ViƌgiŶia CoŵpaŶǇ ǁeƌe Ŷot pleased ǁith the Ŷegatiǀe 
descriptions these men were spreading about Jamestown and wanted them to be punished, in 
the letteƌ it is Ŷoted that ͚theǇ haǀe takeŶ goode oƌdeƌ to haǀe these ƌuŶ-awayes apprehended 
aŶd puŶished oƌ at least seŶt ďaĐk agaiŶ͛.16 It is not surprising that the Virginia Company did not 
want any information about how bad the conditions were in the colony at Jamestown being 
publicised back in England. 
It was not only small groups of rebel colonists that tried to escape Jamestown, after the winter of 
1610 when conditions were arguably at their worst, when attacks from native Americans were at 
their highest and food was so short colonists were forced to turn to cannibalism to survive, the 
whole colony attempted to leave Virginia. From examining the food stores, it was discovered that 
at most, supplies would last no more than sixteen days. Therefore, it was decided by Governor 
Dale aŶd the ĐouŶĐil that to pƌeǀeŶt all of the ĐoloŶists fƌoŵ staƌǀiŶg ͚theƌe Đould ďe Ŷo ƌeadieƌ 
Đouƌse thought oŶ thaŶ to aďaŶdoŶ the ĐouŶtƌǇ͛.17 The plan that was decided upon was to use 
the ships that they had at Jamestown to travel to Newfoundland in Canada. As it was fishing 
season, it was hoped that that they would meet many English ships. They could then disperse the 
colony between the ships and return them back home to England. Dale had to prevent some of 
the colony from burning down the settlement at Jamestown before they left. The colonists 
abandoned Jamestown on the seventh of June, however, they had not sailed far before they 
͚disĐoǀeƌed a loŶgďoat ŵakiŶg toǁaƌds͛ theŵ.18 The longboat turned out to be captained by 
Governor Lord de La Warr, carrying supplies and new colonists. The colonists consequently 
returned to Jamestown. With the arrival of food and new blood, the settlers were given a new 
hope, and it improved their morale as well as briefly restoring order to the settlement.    
The English settlers did not only object to the treatment that they were receiving at Jamestown, 
the colonists who were shipwrecked at Bermuda on their journey to Virginia also started rebelling 
against authority. The best account we have of this shipwreck is one written by a gentleman 
called William Strachey. He recorded the events that took place over the year that they were 
stranded on Bermuda in a letter that he sent to a friend back in England, titled The True 
Reportory. No one knows the identity of the recipient of the letter, as Strachey begins the letter 
ǁith oŶlǇ ͚EǆĐelleŶt LadǇ͛, aŶd does Ŷot giǀe heƌ Ŷaŵe. “tƌaĐheǇ͛s letteƌ is ĐloselǇ assoĐiated ǁith 
                                                          
16 TNA, Chamberlain to Carleton, SP14/70 f.5. July 9, 1612.   
17 ͚Williaŵ “tƌaĐheǇ, A Tƌue ‘epoƌtoƌǇ of the WƌaĐk ;ϭϲϭϬͿ͛ iŶ Edǁaƌd Wƌight Haile, Jamestown Narratives, 
Eyewitness Accounts of the Virginia Colony, The First Decade: 1607-1617 (Virginia: Roundhouse, 2001),  
p. 426.  
18 Ibid, p. 427.  
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Williaŵ “hakespeaƌe͛s plaǇ The Tempest. It was argued as early as 1808 that the play was 
influenced by the colonists who got shipwrecked on their way to the Bermuda islands in 1609. It 
has been suggested that three main texts were used as inspiration by Shakespeare, these were 
“Ǉlǀesteƌ JouƌdaiŶ͛s ǁoƌk, the Discovery of the Bermudas, the True Declaration of the State of the 
Colonie in Virginia puďlished ďǇ the ViƌgiŶia CoŵpaŶǇ iŶ ϭϲϭϬ aŶd Williaŵ “tƌaĐheǇ͛s True 
Reportory of the Wreck.19 “tƌaĐheǇ desĐƌiďes iŶ detail the ͚hideous͛ stoƌŵ that lasted foƌ ͚fouƌ aŶd 
twenty houƌs͛ that ďleǁ theŵ off Đouƌse aŶd ƌesulted iŶ theŵ ďeĐoŵiŶg shipǁƌeĐked oŶ the 
islaŶds of the Beƌŵuda, oƌ ͞the Deǀil͛s IslaŶds͟ as theǇ ǁeƌe ƌefeƌƌed to at the tiŵe.20 The 
account is broken down into a number of sections, including two chapters about their time 
stranded on the island, and two on their journey to Virginia, and what they found when they 
arrived. One of these chapters has a large section on the mutinies that took place while they were 
shipwrecked. From examining this chapter, comparisons can be drawn between the actions and 
attitudes of the men stranded on the Bermuda islands, and the men at the settlement in 
Jamestown. There are a number of similarities that can be noted, for example, a number of men 
decided to run away from the main camp, deserting their fellow shipmates. Strachey documents 
a conspiracy that was discovered on the first of September, where six men were found to be 
trying to prevent the building of a ship to carry the shipwrecked crew to Virginia. When 
discovered two of the chief peƌsuadeƌs of the plot ďƌoke ͚fƌoŵ the soĐietǇ of the ĐoloŶǇ aŶd like 
outlaǁs ƌetiƌed iŶto the ǁoods to ŵake a settleŵeŶt͛ oŶ aŶotheƌ islaŶd ďǇ theŵselǀes.21   
Like Jamestown, authority was also a problem on Bermuda with some colonists opposing the 
authority of their leader. Opposition to Sir Thomas Gates, a knight who took control of the colony 
afteƌ the shipǁƌeĐk, ǁas led ďǇ a ŵaŶ Đalled “tepheŶ HopkiŶs ǁho opeŶlǇ ƋuestioŶed Gate͛s 
authoƌitǇ, aŶd aƌgued that his ͚authoƌitǇ Đeased ǁheŶ the ǁƌaĐk ǁas Đoŵŵitted͛.22 Hopkins and 
his men believed that when their ship became stranded, they were freed from any agreements 
that were previously made and that they no longer had to answer to the orders of the Virginia 
Company. There was also unease amongst the sailors, who were not happy with being governed 
by Gates as they had never agreed to be subjected to military control. They were hired purely to 
transport the men and supplies to Virginia. When Gates condemned a sailor named Robert 
Waters to death for the murder of a fellow colonist, Edward Samuel, the mariners responded by 
                                                          
19 William Shakespeare, David Lindley, The Tempest (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002), pp. 30-
31.   
20 ͚Williaŵ “tƌaĐheǇ, A Tƌue ‘epoƌtoƌǇ of the WƌaĐk ;ϭϲϭϬͿ͛ iŶ Edǁaƌd Wƌight Haile, Jamestown Narratives, 
Eyewitness Accounts of the Virginia Colony, The First Decade: 1607-1617 (Virginia: Roundhouse, 2001), p. 
384-390.  
21 Ibid, p. 405.  
22 Ibid, p. 406.  
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helping Waters to escape, and took him into hiding in the forest. Gates was forced to let Waters 
get away with the murder of Samuel, and this led to a division between the soldiers and sailors of 
the colony. The division became so extreme that the mariners and landsmen began to segregate 
themselves. What started with separate campfires resulted in a group of mariners led by a knight, 
Sir George Somers who was loyal to Gates, leaving the main colony to go to the main island of 
Bermuda to build their own barque. As there were no indigenous tribes on the Bermuda islands, 
it ǁas puƌelǇ the ĐoloŶists͛ dissatisfaĐtioŶ ǁith leadeƌship aŶd theiƌ felloǁ ĐoloŶists that dƌoǀe 
them to abandon the main colony.  
DuƌiŶg the ĐastaǁaǇs͛ tiŵe oŶ Beƌŵuda, theƌe ǁas a ĐoƌƌelatioŶ ďetǁeeŶ leadeƌship aŶd 
deseƌtioŶ, siŵilaƌ to the ƌeŶegades͛ deĐisioŶ iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ to ƌuŶ aǁaǇ duƌiŶg peƌiods of pooƌ 
authority and leadership issues. Strachey investigates how Gates let men get away with a number 
of rebellious crimes during his leadership on Bermuda, for example, he pardoned Stephen 
Hopkins of mutiny and rebellion because he pleaded that his death would ruin the life of his wife 
and children.23 He was also lenient when dealing with those who did not support his authority. 
When it was discovered that a group of men were planning on raiding the storehouse and taking 
the valuable items for themselves, they were not severely punished, but merely separated, some 
remaining in the camp with Gates and some being sent to live with Sir George Summers and his 
men on the main island. 24 Hoǁeǀeƌ, Gate͛s leŶieŶĐǇ did Ŷot last foƌ loŶg aŶd he fiŶallǇ took 
aĐtioŶ agaiŶst HeŶƌǇ PaiŶe, a ŵaŶ “tƌaĐheǇ desĐƌiďed as ďeiŶg ͚full of ŵisĐhief͛, aŶd seŶteŶced 
him to death. Paine was known to have not approved of being governed by Gates, and of stealing 
a variety of tools and weapons to give to give to the rebels. But he took things too far on the 
thiƌteeŶth of MaƌĐh ǁheŶ he ͚Ŷot oŶlǇ giǀe his said ĐoŵŵaŶdeƌ eǀil laŶguage ďut stuĐk at hiŵ͛ 
and refused to take his place on watch. Gates called Paine in front of the whole colony, and 
condemned him to be instantly hanged for his actions. Paine objected to being hanged, he 
believed that as a gentleman he was entitled to be shot to death, Strachey poetically documents 
his death, statiŶg that ͚toǁaƌds the eǀeŶiŶg he had his desiƌe, the suŶ aŶd his life settiŶg 
togetheƌ͛.25 This decision resulted in a number of men who were known to support the mutiny 
deserting the main group. These men feared that they would be discovered as mutineers and face 
a puŶishŵeŶt siŵilaƌ to PaiŶe͛s. Theƌefoƌe theǇ ͚foƌsook theiƌ laďouƌ aŶd “iƌ Geoƌge “uŵŵeƌs, 
aŶd like outlaǁs ďetook theŵ iŶto the ǁild ǁoods͛. Like the ƌeŶegades iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ these men 
ran away because they feared for their safety and lives. Moreover, like Jamestown, most of the 
                                                          
23 Ibid, p. 407.  
24 Ibid, p. 408.  
25 Ibid, pp. 409-10.   
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runaway men returned to the main camp. Only two men stayed living in the woods, the murderer 
Robert Waters, and one of the original mutineers Christopher Carter.   
Despite this similarity there are also a number of differences that can be drawn between the two 
groups of men when it came to mutiny and rebellion. For example, unlike the settlers at 
Jamestown, on the Bermuda Islands there was a large availability of food. Strachey spends a long 
time talking about the abundance of animals on the islands, he lists the fish that they caught, 
iŶĐludiŶg ͚aŶgel-fish, salŵoŶ, peal, ďoŶitos, stiŶgƌaǇ, ĐaǀallǇ, sŶappeƌs͛, aŶd ŵaŶǇ ŵoƌe. He also 
describes the large number of web-footed birds that nested on a number of the islands, 
ŶiĐkŶaŵed the ͚sea oǁl͛, that ǁeƌe Đaught iŶ gƌeat ƋuaŶtities, eŶough to feed the ǁhole ĐoloŶǇ. 
Along with the fish and birds there were thousands of hogs and tortoises that would feed up to 
six men.26 The men and women on Bermuda had a relatively good diet considering they were 
stranded and had to fend for themselves with limited tools.  In Virginia, it could be argued that 
one of the main reasons that the colonists turned to mutiny and desertion was because of the 
lack of food that was available, and the poor conditions that this created. This shows that the 
mutineers shipwrecked on the Bermuda islands had different reasons for turning against their 
leaders and fellow colonists. It could be suggested that their acts of rebellion were purely against 
social order. They were displeased with having to follow orders, be that from Gates, the Virginia 
Company or ultimately the crown is debatable.    
Another difference between the colonists at Jamestown and those shipwrecked on Bermuda is 
that a number of men on the Bermuda islands wanted to stay, whereas the men in Virginia did all 
they could to escape. Many of the shipwrecked men believed that they had the right to remain at 
Bermuda and form a colony of their own. A number of colonists went as far as to conspire to 
sabotage the progress of the building of the ship intended to deliver them to Jamestown. The 
ŵeŶ ͚pƌoŵised eaĐh uŶto the otheƌ Ŷot to set theiƌ haŶds to aŶǇ tƌaǀail oƌ eŶdeaǀouƌ ǁhiĐh 
might eǆpedite oƌ foƌǁaƌd this piŶŶaĐe͛.27 It would seem that the colonists believed that they 
should be allowed to stay on the Bermuda Islands and form their own colony, rather than travel 
to Jamestown where it was known that there were issues with the local tribes and a lack of 
resources. The men who had run away to live in the woods sent Dale a formal petition appealing 
that they should be allowed to stay on the island while the other colonists travelled on to Virginia. 
TheǇ ƌeƋuested that Dale should ͚fuƌŶish each of them with two suits of apparel and contribute 
ŵeal ƌataďlǇ foƌ oŶe ǁhole Ǉeaƌ͛.28 This suggests that the conditions on the Bermuda islands were 
                                                          
26 Ibid, pp. 397-400.  
27 Ibid, p. 405.  
28 Ibid, p. 410.  
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more hospitable than the conditions that the colonists at Jamestown had to face. Despite the 
rebellious actions of a number of the colonists, by the time that the barque was ready to 
transport the shipwrecked crew to their intended destination, all but two men had returned and 
been pardoned for their actions. The two men who remained on the island were Christopher 
Carter and Robert Waters.  
From examining both the similarities and differences between mutiny and rebellion in both 
Bermuda and in Jamestown, we can establish that the men and women who were being sent to 
the New World easily turned on their leadership, suggesting a lack of respect for authority. 
However, it should be remembered that these English colonists went through life threatening 
events, and were unwillingly thrown out of their comfort zones. Both sets of colonists ended up in 
unknown exotic locations, facing unfamiliar dangers. Therefore, it is not surprising that they 
preferred to make their own decisions regarding their survival.   
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Conclusion 
 
Thƌough the eǆploƌatioŶ of ƌeŶegades, ƌeďellioŶ aŶd disĐoŶteŶt duƌiŶg the eaƌlǇ Ǉeaƌs of 
JaŵestoǁŶ, this thesis has helped to foƌŵ a ďetteƌ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of life at the ďegiŶŶiŶg of 
EŶglaŶd͛s ĐoloŶisatioŶ of AŵeƌiĐa. This ƌeseaƌĐh has ďƌought togetheƌ iŶfoƌŵatioŶ oŶ ƌeŶegades, 
pƌoǀidiŶg aŶsǁeƌs to ƋuestioŶs suĐh as ǁho ďeĐaŵe ƌeŶegades, hoǁ theǇ ǁeƌe tƌeated aŶd 
ǀieǁed ďǇ felloǁ ĐoloŶists, aŶd ǁhǇ theǇ deĐided to ƌuŶ aǁaǇ to liǀe ǁith Natiǀe AŵeƌiĐaŶs. The 
ŵaiŶ aƌguŵeŶt of this ƌeseaƌĐh is that it ǁas the pooƌ ĐoŶditioŶs ǁithiŶ the ĐoloŶǇ that ƌesulted 
iŶ the high leǀel of ƌeŶegades duƌiŶg JaŵestoǁŶ͛s eaƌlǇ Ǉeaƌs, Ŷot the luƌe of the loĐal Ŷatiǀe͛s 
Đultuƌe aŶd lifestǇle.  
The seaƌĐh foƌ iŶfoƌŵatioŶ oŶ ƌeŶegades doŵiŶated the ƌeseaƌĐh foƌ this thesis. Thƌough the 
Đlose eǆaŵiŶatioŶ of ĐoŶteŵpoƌaƌǇ souƌĐes, iŶĐludiŶg a ĐoŵďiŶatioŶ of offiĐial doĐuŵeŶts aŶd 
peƌsoŶal ǁƌitiŶg fƌoŵ this tiŵe, suĐh as aĐĐouŶts ďǇ the ĐoloŶies leadeƌs aŶd lists of oƌigiŶal 
settleƌs, iŵpoƌtaŶt iŶfoƌŵatioŶ had ďeeŶ disĐoǀeƌed. Thƌough the liŵited souƌĐes that ǁe haǀe oŶ 
ƌeŶegades fƌoŵ this peƌiod, ǁe haǀe seeŶ that the ŵajoƌitǇ of those ǁho ƌaŶ aǁaǇ ǁeƌe of a 
loǁeƌ soĐial oƌdeƌ, ďe that a soldieƌ, laďouƌeƌ oƌ sailoƌ. Although suggestioŶs foƌ ǁhǇ this ŵight ďe 
the Đase ĐaŶ ďe ŵade, it is still uŶĐleaƌ eǆaĐtlǇ ǁhǇ ŵeŶ fƌoŵ loǁeƌ soĐial oƌdeƌs ǁeƌe ŵoƌe likelǇ 
to tuƌŶ theiƌ ďaĐks oŶ life iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ to ďeĐoŵe ƌeŶegades. This studǇ has also shoǁŶ that 
duƌiŶg peƌiods of pooƌ leadeƌship aŶd espeĐiallǇ diffiĐult tiŵes iŶ the ĐoloŶǇ, ƌeŶegades ǁeƌe 
ŵoƌe ĐoŵŵoŶ. While this is uŶsuƌpƌisiŶg, it helps to stƌeŶgtheŶ the aƌguŵeŶt that it ǁas the pooƌ 
liǀiŶg ĐoŶditioŶs ǁithiŶ JaŵestoǁŶ that led settleƌs to ƌuŶ aǁaǇ to loĐal Ŷatiǀe tƌiďes aŶd ďeĐoŵe 
ƌeŶegades.    
BǇ lookiŶg at a ĐoŵďiŶatioŶ of peƌsoŶal letteƌs aŶd aĐĐouŶts ǁƌitteŶ at the tiŵe, aŶd ƌeĐoƌds suĐh 
as the death tolls at JaŵestoǁŶ, ĐoŶĐlusioŶs ĐaŶ also ďe dƌaǁŶ aďout ƌeďellioŶ aŶd disĐoŶteŶt iŶ 
JaŵestoǁŶ aŶd ǁe ĐaŶ see that the ĐoloŶists ǁeƌe foƌĐed to liǀe iŶ teƌƌiďle ĐoŶditioŶs. BǇ ĐloselǇ 
studǇiŶg the liǀiŶg ĐoŶditioŶs iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ, aŶd ďƌeakiŶg the Đauses iŶto eŶǀiƌoŶŵeŶtal, soĐio-
politiĐal aŶd eĐoŶoŵiĐal seĐtioŶs it has helped to shoǁ that life iŶ the ĐoloŶǇ ǁas eǆtƌeŵelǇ 
ŵiseƌaďle foƌ its iŶhaďitaŶts. These ĐoŶditioŶs, ǁheƌe the ĐoloŶists͛ ĐhaŶĐes of suƌǀiǀal ǁeƌe loǁ, 
ǁeƌe ĐleaƌlǇ a gƌeat iŶĐeŶtiǀe foƌ settleƌs to leaǀe the ĐoloŶǇ. A gƌeateƌ iŶĐeŶtiǀe thaŶ the luƌe of 
the Natiǀe AŵeƌiĐaŶ lifestǇle.  
Thƌough the studǇ of ďoth the ĐoloŶists iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ aŶd the ĐoloŶists stƌaŶded oŶ the Beƌŵuda 
IslaŶds iŶ ϭϲϬϵ, it ĐaŶ ďe ĐoŶĐluded that EŶglish ĐoloŶists tuƌŶed easilǇ agaiŶst authoƌitǇ. Despite 
staggeƌiŶg diffeƌeŶĐes iŶ the ĐoŶditioŶs that these tǁo gƌoups of ĐoloŶists ǁeƌe foƌĐed to liǀe iŶ, 
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ďoth ƋuiĐklǇ tuƌŶed to ƌeďellioŶ. Hoǁeǀeƌ, this is Ŷot eǆaĐtlǇ suƌpƌisiŶg as ďoth gƌoups ǁeƌe 
plaĐed iŶ life thƌeateŶiŶg situatioŶs ǁith leadeƌs that theǇ did Ŷot Đhoose aŶd ǁho theǇ ǁeƌe Ŷot 
loǇal to. Theƌe ǁeƌe also paƌallels iŶ the tǇpes of people ǁho left EŶglaŶd to ďeĐoŵe ĐoloŶists, 
ǁhiĐh ƌeiŶfoƌĐes this aƌguŵeŶt. ‘eseaƌĐh iŶto the ĐoloŶists͛ ƌeaĐtioŶs to life iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ shoǁs 
that ĐoloŶists ƌeďelled iŶ a Ŷuŵďeƌ of diffeƌeŶt ǁaǇs, Ŷot just ďǇ ƌuŶŶiŶg aǁaǇ fƌoŵ the ĐoloŶǇ to 
liǀe ǁith Natiǀe AŵeƌiĐaŶs. The JaŵestoǁŶ ĐoloŶists shoǁed theiƌ disĐoŶteŶt of life iŶ ViƌgiŶia 
aŶd theiƌ leadeƌs iŶ a Ŷuŵďeƌ of ǁaǇs, foƌ eǆaŵple, thƌough atteŵpted ŵutiŶǇ, alĐoholisŵ aŶd 
ƌuŶŶiŶg ďaĐk to EŶglaŶd.   
Research into renegades in this period is important as it provides information on a group of 
EŶglish ĐoloŶists ǁho aƌe ofteŶ oǀeƌlooked iŶ JaŵestoǁŶ͛s histoƌǇ. This thesis has ďƌought 
scholarship on this topic forward by offering a concise evaluation of the Jamestown renegades by 
using the limited sources available. It offers a number of case studies on individual colonists, 
collating information from a number of different kinds of source material that have not been 
collectively explored before. This allows us to get a better insight into the recorded colonists who 
left Jamestown to become renegades and fills a gap in scholarly research, where before 
JaŵestoǁŶ͛s ƌeŶegades haǀe oŶlǇ ďeeŶ looked at ďƌoadlǇ, with little specific focus on causes and 
in little detail. Although the poor conditions in the Jamestown colony have previously been 
explored by many scholars, this study looks at them in a new way. Where before certain 
individual aspects have been examined in detail, such as the labour problem and high death rates, 
this research breaks down and explores in detail all the reasons for dissatisfaction collectively. 
This pƌoǀides a suĐĐiŶĐt uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of the ĐoloŶǇ͛s eaƌlǇ Ǉeaƌs, aŶd the ƌeasoŶs that Đaused 
such poor living conditions and miserable way of life for the colonists.  
There are a number of interesting directions in which renegades could be explored further. For 
example, to solidify the argument expressed in this thesis that renegades were caused by the 
poor conditions at Jamestown, it would be helpful to explore the incidence of renegades in other 
early English colonies in America. Other colonies could be researched to see if there was a similar 
level of renegades, or any renegades at all. It would be interesting to compare Jamestown to a 
colony such as the Massachusetts Bay Colony that was founded in 1628. Where the main motives 
for founding the Jamestown colony were largely influenced by the wish for profit and monetary 
gain by all involved, the Massachusetts Bay colony was started by Puritans and based on religious 
foundations. Did this difference in ideology influence the happiness of the English colonists? Were 
living conditions improved and levels of dissatisfaction lowered, meaning that there was a lower 
level of renegades? Similarly to looking at renegades in other English colonies during this period, 
it would also be exciting to explore whether other countries colonising in America in this period 
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had a similar problem. Did colonies founded by other European countries colonising America at 
the same time, such as Spain, Portugal and France, have a level of renegades greater or lesser 
than Jamestown? If they did, what caused them to turn their backs on their own people and were 
these renegades treated as severely as the Jamestown renegades?   
It ǁould also ďe iŶteƌestiŶg to eǆpaŶd oŶ ƌeseaƌĐh ďǇ histoƌiaŶs suĐh as Naďil Mataƌ, ǁho iŶ his 
ďook Tuƌks, Mooƌs aŶd EŶglishŵeŶ iŶ the Age of DisĐoǀeƌǇ, Đoŵpaƌes EŶglish ƌeŶegades iŶ 
AŵeƌiĐa to EŶglish ƌeŶegades iŶ Noƌth AfƌiĐa ǁho ͚tuƌŶed Tuƌk .͛1 EǆploƌiŶg ǁhetheƌ the ƌeasoŶs 
foƌ EŶglish ĐoloŶists aďaŶdoŶiŶg felloǁ EŶglishŵeŶ aŶd ďeĐoŵiŶg ƌeŶegades ǁeƌe the saŵe iŶ 
suĐh diffeƌeŶt loĐatioŶs aŶd Đultuƌes Đould ďe ĐoŵpelliŶg aŶd eŶaďle a ĐoŵpaƌisoŶ of ǁhetheƌ the 
ƌeŶegades iŶ Noƌth AfƌiĐa ǁeƌe ǀieǁed as ŶegatiǀelǇ ďǇ theiƌ felloǁ EŶglishŵeŶ as the ƌeŶegades 
iŶ AŵeƌiĐa. BǇ also ĐoŶsideƌiŶg the leǀel of ƌeŶegades aŶd tǇpes of ƌeďellioŶ iŶ diffeƌeŶt ĐouŶtƌies, 
ĐoloŶists͛ loǇaltǇ to the EŶglish state iŶ this peƌiod Đould also ďe eǆploƌed.     
In conclusion, I feel that the ƌeŶegade͛s ƌole iŶ the eaƌlǇ Ǉeaƌs of the JaŵestoǁŶ ĐoloŶǇ has ďeeŶ 
wrongfully overlooked in the past. More than any other form of rebellion, the renegades were 
influential in the laws that were enacted, and in the relationship between the colonists and the 
local native tribes. Finally, the narratives of the renegades who returned to the colonies provide 
us with information and insight into the native life at this pivotal moment in history which would 
otherwise have been unrecorded.   
                                                          
1 Nabil Matar, Turks, Moors and Englishmen in the Age of Discovery (New York: Columbia University Press, 
1999), pp. 95-96.    
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